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Banking DIDC proposes regulation and seeks
comments on desirable short-term time deposit
instruments. ~

DIDC increases interest rate ceiling for
nontransaction savings deposits.

FRS amends short term adjustment credit for
depository institutions.

‘Postal Service PSissues notice on

telecommunications connection arrangements for
Electronic Computer Originated Mail Service and
invites capacity planning cooperation.

Historic Preservation GSA develops internal
procedures for protection and enhancement of
historic and cultural properties.

Trigger Prices—Steel Imports Commerce/ITA
publishes speciality steel imports quarterly review.

Pensions PBGC establishes interest rates and
factors used to value benefits in non-multiemployer
plans for the period beginning 11-1-81.

Railroad Retirenfent RRB amends regulation to
reduce windfall benefits when amount appraopriated
is insufficient. ’

CONTINUED (NSIDE
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Questions and requests for specific information may be directéd
to the telephone.numbers listed under INFORMATION AND
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Highlights

50800 Hazardous Materials Transportation DOT/RSPA
extends effective date of regulations on display of
identification numbers on portable tanks, cargo
tanks and tank cars.

50799 Radio FCC issues regulation on amateur radio
station identification.

- 50818 Imports CITA adjusts import level for.certain

cotton textile products from the Philippines.

Antidumping’ Commerce/ITA issues nolices on
- the following:’
50815 ° Cadmium from Japan
50814  Stainless clad steel plate from Japan

50890~ Regulatory Agenda Treasury. (6 documents]
50916 (Partll of this issue}

50884 8unshipe Act Meetings

Separate Part of This Issue
50890 Partll, Treasury
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ADMINISTRATIVE CONFERENCE OF THE UNITED
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Interagency Coordination Commlttee. Washington,
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Forest Service—
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TREASURY DEPARTMENT

Internal Revenue Service—

.Exclusion for certain conservation cost-sharing
payments, Washmgton. D.C,, 12-1-81



 Federal Register / Vol. 46, No. 199 / Thursday, Oclober 15, 1981 / Contents

CFR PARTS AFFECTED IN THIS ISSUE

-

A ‘cumulative list of the parts affected this month can be found in
the Reader Aids section at the end of this issue.

7 CFR

908, 50779
1079 50779 .
Proposed Rules: -

- 68 50802
1093 ...50804
10 CFR
150 50781
Proposed Rules:

50 50804

12CFR - -

: 50782
................................ 50782
fvemeiesessseiensmesesnenenes 50804

CNL Lcrnsveneogennisssssonssmencass 50890 |
14 CFR ’ _
71 (2 documents)...eeeens 50784
73 . 50785

. Proposed Rules: .

71 50806 .
73. 50807
18 CFR

27 50785
19CFR .

Proposed Rules:

ChL Leernssssernnsesnsssmssnsenss 50893
20 CFR T
233 . 50786°

-26 CFR
Proposed Rules: 4
o o " 50808
1071 ) AERRIRRENR— - T 4
27CFR " -~ -

55. 50787
Proposed Rules:

Ch.l e 50809
29 CFR §

2619 50788

- 31 CFR :
Proposed Rules:

Ch. laaeeececsrscssnamacensssnses 50915
(01 N | IO .. 50916
34 CFR
Proposed Rules: .
75 - 50809-
76 50809
78...c 50809
104.... 50809
211 50809
215, 50809
. 223 50809

- 230 ....50809
231 50809
300. 50809
305 .50809 .
307 50809
309 50809
-315. 50809
318 B 50809

_ 322 50809
324 50809
332 50809
338 50809
361 50809
365 50809
366. 50809.
369. 50808 °
370. 50809
371 50809

b

. 645

372
373
374,
375,
378
379
385

386.

387....
388

389

390....
408
525
526,
627,
624,
643
644,

646
649
655
656
658
660,
667
726

" 735,

N

Y

740
753

776
778

40 CFR

Proposed Rules:
256

44 CFR -
67t

45 CFR
205

47 CFR
g:; (2 documents).............

Proposed Rules:
.73

49 CFR
172

50809
50809
50809
50809 *
50809
50809
50809
50809
50809
50809
50809
50809
50809
50809
50809
50809
50809
50809
50809
50809
50809
50809
50809
50809
50809
50809
50809
50809
50809
50809
50809
50809
50809
50809

..50810

50789
50797

50797
50799

50810

50800






50778

Rules and Regdlat‘ions

Federal Register
Vol. 46, No. 199

Thursday, October 15, 1981

This section of the FEDERAL-REGISTER
contains regulatory documents having
general applicability and legal effect, most
of which are keyed to and codified in
the Code of Federal Regulations, which is
published under 50_titles pursuant to 44 |
USC. 1510. .

The Code-of Federal Regulations is sold
by the Superintendent of Documents.
Prices of new books are fisted in the
first. FEDERAL REGISTER issue of each

month.,

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Agricultural Marketing Service
7 CFR Part 908 '

. [Valencia Orange Regulation 684, Valencia

Orange Regulation 685; Amdt.]

Valencia Oranges Grown in Arizona
and Designated Part of California;

. Limitation of Handling

AGENCY: Agncultural Marketing Service,
USDA.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This action establishes the
quantity of fresh California-Arizona

_. Valencia oranges that may be shipped

. -to market during the period October 16~ °

October 22, 1981, and increases the

- quantity of such oranges that may be so

shipped during the period October 8-
October 15, 1981. Such action is needed
to provide for orderly marketing of fresh
Valencia oranges for the periods

specified due to the marketing situation

- -confronting-the orange industry.

DATES: This regulation becomes
effective October 16, 1981, and the

- amendment is effective for the.period

* October 9-15, 1981.

~

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
William J. Doyle, (202) 447-5975.
SUI_'-‘PLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

- Findiﬂgs

This rule has been reviewed under

" Secretary’s-Memorandum 1512-1 and

Executive Order 12291 and has been
designated a non-major rule. This
regulation and amendment are issued
under the marketing agreement, as

- amended, and Order No. 908, as

- amended (7 CFR Part 808}, Tegulating the

handling of Valencia oranges grown in
Arizona and designated part of
California. The agreement and order are
effective under the Agricultural
Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, as
amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674). The action
is based upon the recommendations and
information submitted by the Valencia
Orange Administrative Commitlee and
upon other available information. It is
hereby found that this action will tend
to effectuate the declared policy of the
act. .
<This action is consistent with the
marketing policy for 1980-81. The
marketing policy was recommended by
the committee following discussion at a
public meeting on January 27, 1981. A
regulatory impact analysis on the
marketing policy is available from
‘William J. Doyle, Acting Chief, Fruit
Branch, F&V AMS, USDA, Washington,
D.C. 20250, telephone 202-227-5975.

The committee met again publicly on
October 13, 1981 at Los Angeles,
California, to consider the current and
prospective conditions of supply and
demand and recommended a quantity of
Valencia oranges deemed advisable to
be handled during the specified weeks.

Ttis further found that it is
impracticable and contrary to the public
interest to give preliminary notice,
engage in public rulemaking, and
postpone the effective date until 30 days
after publicatiomrin the Federal Register
{5 U.S.C. 553), because of insufficient
time between the date when information
became available upon which this
regulation and amendment are based
and the effective date necessary to
effectuate the declared policy of the act.
Interested personsivere given an
opportunity to submit information and
views on the regulation at an open
meeting, and the amendment relieves

. restrictions on the handling of Valencia

oranges. It is necessary to effectuate the
declared purposes of the act to make
these regulatory provisions’effective as -
specified, and handlers have been
apprised of such provisions and the
effective time. ’

Forms required for operation under
this part are subject to clearance by the
Office of’Management and Budget and
are in the process of review.

PART 908—VALENCIA ORANGES
GROWN IN'ARIZONA AND
DESIGNATED PART OF CALIFORNIA

1. Section 908.985 is added as follows:

§908.985, Valencia Orange Regulation 685.
. The quantities of Valencia oranges
grown in Arizona and California which
may be handled during the period
October 16, 1981, through October 22,
1981, are established as follows:
(1) District 1: 500,000 cartons;
(2) District 2: Unlimited cartons;
(3) District 3: Unlimited cartons.
_ 2.Section 908.984 Valencia Orange
Regulation 634 {46 FR 49827}, is hereby
amended to read:

§908.984 Valencla Orange Regulation 684.
] * * - *

{1) District 1: 500,000 carfons;

(2) District 2: Unlimited cartons;

k)] District 3: Unlimited carfons.
(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 US.C.
601-674)

Dated: October 14, 1981.

D. S. Kuryloski, :

Deputy Director, Fruit and Vegetable _
Division, Agricultural Marketing Service.
{FR Doc. 81-30107 Filed 10-14-81 3136 am]

BILLING CODE 3410-02-4

7 CFR Part 1079
[Mitk Order No.79]

" Milk In the lowa Marketing Area; Order

Suspending Certain Provisions

AGENCY: Agricultural Marketing Service,
USDA. -
ACTION: Suspension of rules.

suMMARY: This action for the Iowa
Federal milk marketing order suspends
the limit on how much milk not needed
for fluid (bottling) use may be moved
directly from farms to nonpool
manufacturing plants and still be priced
under the order. Based on available
information concerning the market’s
current supply conditions, itis -
necessary o suspend the provisions in
question to accommodate the efficient
and orderly disposition of reserve milk
supplies that are available to the

-
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market. The suspension is for the
months of October and November 1981,

EFFECTIVE DATE: October 15, 1981.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Martin ]. Dunn, Marketing Specialist, -
Dairy Division, Agricultural Marketing
Service, U.S. Department of Agriculture,
Washington, D.C. 20250, (202} 447~7311.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Prior
document in this proceeding:

Notice of Proposed Suspension: Issued
September 18, 1981; published
September 23, 1981 (46 FR 46959).

This action has been reviewed under
USDA procedures established to -
implement Executive Order 12291 and
has been classified “not significant”
and, therefore, not a major action. -

Also, it has been determined that the
need for adjusting certain provisions of-
the order on an emergency basis
precludes following certain review
procedures set forth in Executive Order
12291, Such procedures would reqtire
that this document be submitted for
review to the Office of Management and
Budget at least 10 days prior to its
publication in the Federal Register.
However, this would not permit the
completion of the procedure in time to
give interested parties timely notice that
the limitation on the amount of milk that
may be moved directly from producer

farms to nonpool manufacturing plants -

for October 1981 would be modified. The
initial request for the action was -
received September 10, 1981.

William T. Manley, Deputy
- Administrator, Agricultural Marketing
Service, has determined that this action
would not have a significant economic -
impactona substantial number of small
entities, Such action would lessen the
regulatory impact of the order on certain
milk handlers and would tend fo assure
the efficient disposition of milk not
needed for fluid use and still maintain
producer status under the order for
dairy farmers regularly associated with
the market.

This temporary revision is issued
pursuant to the provisions of the
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act
of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601 e?
seq.), and of the order regulating the -
handling of milk in the Iowa marketing
area.

Notice of proposed rulemakmg was -
published in the Federal Register (46 FR
46959) concerning a proposed
suspension of certain provisions of the
order. Interested persons were afforded
‘opportunity to file written data, views
and arguments thereon. One comment
was received in favor of the proposed
suspension and one comment opposed
the proposed suspension.

¥

PART 1079 [Amended]

After considering all relevant
material, including the proposal in the
aforesaid notice, the comments filed and
other available information, it is hereby
found and determined that for the
months of October and November 1981
the following provisionis of the order do
not tend to effectuate the declared
policy of the Act:

§ 1079.13 '[Amended] .

In § 1079.13(d) (2) and (3} the-words
“through November” as they appear in
each subparagraph.

Statement of Consxderation

This action makes inoperative for
October and November 1981 certain
provisions limiting the amount of
producer milk that a cooperative
association or other handlers may divert

- from farms directly to nonpool

manufacturing plants, The present order
provides that a cooperative association
may divert up to 50 percent of its total
member milk delivered to all pool plants
or diverted from them during the months
of September through November and up
to 70 percent during all other months. .’
Similarly, the operator of a pool plant
may divert during the months of

.September through November up 1050

percent of its receipts of producer milk
(for which the operator of such plant is
the handler during the month) and up to

. 70 percent during all other months. The - '

suspension would incréase the diversion
limitation for the months of October and
November 1981 from 50 percent to 70

percent for cooperative associations and

operators of pool plants. -

Land O’ Lakes, Inc., a cooperative
association of producers, requested the
suspension of the 50 percent limitation
on diversions for October and

_ November 1981. The cooperative stated

that the amount of producer milk pooled
on the market had increased
significantly in 1981 over 1980 while
Class I sales had not increased as much.
The proponent stated that the
suspension of the 50 percent limit and
the retention of the 70 percent diversion
limitation still would require the receipt
of 30 percent of all milk supplies at pool
plants, assuring the availability of milk
for fluid use. The cooperative stated that
the suspension of the 50 percent
diversion limitation would allow for
more efficient means of handling the
reserve supplies of milk in the Iowa
market,

Interested parties were given an
opportunity to- -submit written data,
views and arguments concerning the
proposed suspension, Land O’ Lakes, in
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- its comments, supported the action on
the basis that it would facilitate the
orderly and economic disposition to
nonpool manufacturing plants of an

* . increasing supply of milk above fluid

requirements. The proponent stated that
the suspension woiild allow an
additional 3.million pounds of milk each
. month to move directly from farms of its
members to nonpool manufacturing
facilities. Also, the proponent cited the
savings in other costs that could be
achieved if the suspension were granted,
e.g., trucks could be routed more
- efficiently and less product would be
lost.due to the elimination of unloading
at a pool plant and then transferring the
-milk to other locations. .

A cooperative association of
producers opposed the suspension on
the basis that it would result in the
pooling of more unneeded milk on the
Towa order. It stated that this additional

* milk would result in lowering the-blend
price for its members who have been on
the Towa order for a long time.

_The basis for the suspension action is
an increase in production by dairy
farmers who supply milk to handlers
regulated under the Iowa order. For the
- first eight months of 1981, producer

recelpts for the market were about 16

percent greater than for the same

months in 1980, while pounds of pooled

Class I milk were 6 percent more than

for the comparable period last year.

From the market data available, it is

estimated that for the months of QOctober

and November 1981 pooled producer
milk will be greater than the same
period last year while the volume of
pooled Class I milk for the market will
not increase as much. With the increase

in milk production not matched by a

similar increase in pooled Class I sales,

a greater quantity of milk will have to be
- diverted to nonpool manufacturing

Plants. Without the suspension of the 50

percent limitation on the amount of milk
" that can be moved directly from farms

to manufacturing plants, uneconomic
movements of milk would be made
solely for the purpose of pooling the
milk of dairy farmers who have
regularly been associated with the fowa
market.

The purposes of the suspension are lo
insure that those producers who have
been regularly supplying the Iowa
market continue to share in the higher-
valued fluid sales of the regulated
market and to promote the efficient and
orderly marketing of milk in the Iowa
market. This temporary suspension
would assure continued pgoling for the
iilk of producers who have been
supplying the market and would not
necessarily encourage additional

producers to be added to the Iowa
market. It is concluded that the supply-
demand conditions in the market
warrant a suspension of the 50 percent
diversion limitation for the months of
Oclober and November 1981.

1t is hereby found and determined that
thirty days' notice of the effective date
hereof'is impractical, unnecessary and
contrary to the public interest in that: -

(a) This suspension is necessary to
reflect current marketing conditions and
to maintain orderly marketing
conditions in the marketing.area in that
without this action uneconomic
movements of milk would be made
solely for the purpose of pooling the

. milk of dairy farmers who have

regularly been associated with the fowa
market;

(b] This suspension order does not
require of persons affected substantial
or extensive preparation prior to the
effective date;

(c) This suspension order is the only
practical means {o alleviale a current
marketing problem; and

- (d) Notice of proposed rulemaking
was given interested partigs and they
were afforded opportunity to file written
data, views or arguments concernmg
this suspension.

Therefare, good cause exists for
making this order effective upon
publication in the Federal Register.

Itis Lherefare ordered, Thal the
aforesaid. provisions of the order are
hereby suspended for the months of
October and November 1981.

Eﬁective Date: October 15, 1981.
(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as nmendcd 7USC.
601-674)

Signed atWashmolor!. D C., on:October 8,
1981, .

John Ford

Deputy Assistant Secm!ary Marlxetm" and
Inspection Services.

[FR Doc. 81-29795 Filed 16-14-83; 3:45 am]

BILLING CODE 3410-02-M

NUCLEAR REGULATORY .
COMMISSION

10 CFR Part 150

=

NRC's Jurisdiction Over.Persons Using
Byproduct, Source or Speclat Nuclear
Materlals in Certain Offshare Waters;
Corrections

AGENCY: Nuclear Regulatory
Commission. ,
ActioN: Final rule; corrections.

SuMMARY: The Commission.is .
publishing two minor corréctions lo ils
amendment fegarding NRC's jurisdiction
in cerlain offshore waters that appear in

the Federal Regisfer on September&
1981 (46 FR 44149).

EFFECTIVE DATE: October 15, 1981.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:In a
Federal Register notice published in
September 1981 (46 FR 44149), in 10 CFR
150.20(b)(1) the clause beginning with
“Provided, hovever” and the remainder
of the paragraph were inadvertently
omitted. Further, in 10 CFR 150.20(b}(3)
the end mark should have been a semi-

-colon.

. This document publishes the
corrected text as follows:

PART 150—EXEMPTIONS AND
CONTINUED REGULATORY
AUTHORITY IN AGREEMENT STATES
UNDER SECTION 274

1. Section 150.20(b}(1) is revised fo
read:

§150.20 Recognition of Agreement State
licenses.
& 13 E ] » »*

(b]'.ﬁ.

(1) Except as specified in paragraph
{c) of this section, shall, at least three

- days before engaging in each such

activity, file four copies of Form NRC-
241 (revised), “Report of Proposed
Aclivities in Non-Agreement States,”
and four copies of its Agreement Stafe
specific license with the Direclor of the
Nuclear Regulatory Commission

. Inspeclion and Enforcement Regional

Office listed in Appendix D of Part 20 of
this chapter for the region in which the
Agreement State that issued the license
is located. That Director may authorize
the licensee to begin the activity upon
notification by telephaone of the
licensee’s intent fo ‘conduct the proposed
activity under the general license:
Provided, howerver, That four capies of
Form NRC-241 {revised) and four copies
of the Agreement State license shall be
filed within three days after the
telephone notification. The Director of
the Nuclear Regulatory Commission ~
Inspection and Enforcement Regional
Office may waive the requirement for
filing additional Forms NRC-241
(revised) during the remainder of the
calendar year following the receipt of
the initial Form NRC-241 {revised} from
a person engaging in activities under the
general license provided in this section:

» » * * -

2. Section 150.20(b}(3} is revxsed as
follows:

§ 15020 Recognition of Agreement State
licenses.
» L 4 L 4 E 2 x

.(b)»«t ) 3
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(3) Shall not, under the general license
concemmg activities in Non-Agreement
Stales. possess or use radioactive .
malerials, or engage in the activities
authorized in paragraph (a) of this
section, for more than 180 days in any ™
calendar year, except that, the general
license in paragraph [a) of this section
concerning activities in offshore waters
authorizes that person to possess O use
radioactive materials, or engage in the*
activities authorized, for an unlimited
period of time;

* * * * *

Dated at Bethesda, Md,, this 1st day of
October 1981.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commlssxon
E. Kevin Cornell,

Acting Executive Director for Operations.
{FR Doc. 61-29908 Filed 10-14-81; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7590-01-M -

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM
12 CFR Part 201

PART 201—EXTENSIONS OF CREDIT

_BY FEDERAL RESERVE BANKS -

Pursuant fo section 14(d) of the

* Federal Reserve Act (12 U.S.C. 357) Part

201 is amended ds set forth below:

§201.51 [Amended]

1. Section 201.51 is amended in the
last sentence by removing “4 per cent”
and inserting in lieu thereof *'3 per cent”.

{12 U.S.C. 248(i). Interprets or applies 12

. US.C.357)

By order of the Board of Ggvernors,
October 7, 1981,

James McAfee,

Assjstant Secretary of the Board
IFR Do. 81-29793 Filed 10-14-81; 8:45 am}
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M

DEPOSITORY INSTITUTIONS
DEREGULATION COMMITTEE

12 CFR Part 1204
[Docket No. D-00211

* Adjustment of Interest Rates on

© - Savings Accounts

Extensions of Credit by Federal
Reserve Banks; Changes In Discount
Rates

AGENCY: Board of Gpvémors of the
Federal Reserve System,

ACTION: Final rule.

+

i

SUMMARY: The Board of Governors has
amended its Regulation A, “Extensions
of Credit by Federal Reserve Banks,” for
the purpose of reducing the discount
rate surcharge that applies to large,
frequent borrowers at the discount
window, No change was made in the ~
basic discount rate of 14 per cent. This
action was taken within the context of
the continuing policy of the Federal
Reserve to restrain growth in money and
credit.

EFFECTIVE DATE: The change was
effective on September 21, 1981.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
James McAfee, Assistant Secretary,
Board of Governors of the Federal
Reserve System, Washington, D.C. 20551
.{202/452-3259).
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Pursuant
to the authority of 5 U.S.C. 553(b)(3)(B)
and {d) (3), these amendments are being
published without prior general notice of
proposed rulemaking, public
participation, or deferred effective date.
The Board has for good cause found that
current economic and financial
considerations required that these
amendments must be adopted
immediately.

AGENCY: Depository Institutions '
Deregulation Committee.
ACTION: Final rule, ,

SUMMARY: The Depository Institutions
Deregulation Committee (the
“Committee") has adopted a final rule
that will increase, by 50 basis points, the
ceiling rate of interest payable on
nontransaction savings deposits.

Accordingly, commercial banks will be '

permitted to pay interest on savings
deposits not subject to transaction
capablhty at a rate of 5% percent, and
savings and loan associations and
mutual savings banks will be permitted
to pay 6 percent on such accounts. This
action was taken pursuant to the
Committee’s du'echve. under the

Depository Institutions Deregulation Act

of 1980, to provide for the orderly
phaseout and iltimate elimination of
interest rate ceilings on deposits and
accounts as rapidly as economic
condmons warrant.

EFFECTIVE DATE: November 1, 1981, .
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Allan Schott, Attorney-Advisor, or
Elaine Boutilier, Attorney-Advisor, -
Department of the Treasury, {202) 566-
6798 or 566-8737; Daniel L. Rhoads,
Attorney, Board of Governors of the

Federal Reserve System, (202) 452-3711; ,

Rebecca H. Laird, Senior Associate

.General Counsel, Federal Home Loan

Bank Board, (202) 377-6446; David
Ansell, Attomey. Office of the
Comptroller of the Currency, (202) 447-

. 1880; Randall J. Miller; Jr.. Acting

Director, Office of Policy Analysis,
National Credit Union Administration,
(202) 357-1090; and F. Dauglas Birdzell,
Cotmnsel, or Kathy A. Johnson, Attornoy,
Federal Deposit Insurance, Corporation,
(202) 389-4324 or 389-4384,

. SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Congross

has directed that the Committee provide
for the orderly phaseout and ultimate
elimination of interest rate ceilings on
deposits and accounts as rapidly as
economic conditions warrant, (12 U.S.C.
3503(a)). As part of its interest rate
deregulation efforts, the Committee is

" required to vote on whether to increase

the limitations on the maximum rates
applicable to passbook and similar
savings accounts. The Depository
Institutions Deregulation Act of 1980
{Title Il of Pub, L. 96-221, 12 U.8.C. 3501
et seq.) (the "Act") specifies that a voto
on whether to increase the rate on

" passbook and similar savings accounts

by at least ¥ percent shall be taken by
no later than Sepember 30, 1981. (12
U.S.C. 3504(a)). .

The Committee considered aclion to
increase savings deposit rate ceilings on
several occasions in the past. At its
September 9, 1980 meeting, the
Committee voted to set interest rate
ceilings on all negotiable order of
withdrawal (NOW) and automatic
transfer service (ATS) accounts at 5%%
to be effective on December 31, 1980.
One option under consideration at that
time wasa 25 basis point increase in
nontransaction savings deposit (regular
passbook and statement savings
account) rate ceilings in order to credto
a differential between transaction and
nontransaction savings accounts at
commercial banks.! Due to cost
implications from such a move, the
Committee declined to increase savings
deposit rate ceilings but announced that
it would be its policy to establisha =
transaction/nontransaction savings
account differential‘as soon as it

1 In the Committee’s previous discussions,
transaction savings accounts were defined as those
savings accounts subject to transaction account
reserve requirements under the Federal Resorve's
Regulation D. (12 CFR 204.2(e)). Such accounts
include: all negotiable order of withdrawal accounts

{NOWSs}; all credit union share draft accounts

{CUSDs); all savings accounts subject to autontatla
transfers (ATS); savings accounts that permit mota
than three transfers per month through telephone -
transfers (TTS}) or pre-authorized nonnegotiable
transfers (PNTS); and all savings accounts that
permit payments to third parties by means of an
automated teller machine (ATM), remolo servico
unit (RSU), or other electronic device.
Nontransaction savings accounts would thon bo
defined as all savings accounts with the exception
of those mentioned above. It should be noted that
the National Credit Union Administeation Board hus
sole authority to set interest rate collings on
deposits at Federally chartered credit untons.
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became feasible to increéase rate ceilings
- on nontransaction savings accounts.
Given the September30, 1981 deadline
for voting on whether to raise the rates
appllcable to passbaok and similar
—~savings accounts by at least one fourth
of one percentage point, the Committee
decided at its June 25, 1981 meeting to
seek public comment to guide it in its
deliberations (45 FR 36864). One
proposal suggested at the meeting was a
plan to increase the rate ceilings on
. savings deposits by 5 percenta,_.,e points
" to 10% percent and 10% percent for,
. commiercial banks and thrift institutions,
- respectively. In addition, the Committee
- specifically*asked for comments on the
. following questions:

1. Should the interest rates payable on-

passbook savings accaunts be increased
and, if so, to what level?

2. Should the rates on ATS (Automatic
Transfer Service) and NOW (Negotiable
Order of Withdrawal) accounts alsobe
adjusted?

3. What would be the impact of rate
adjustments, such as a five percentage

" point or lesser increase, with regard to
_the earnings and cost to deposxtory
institutions? Responses should address
" long run, as well as immediate effects an
depository institutions.
* 4. Any other ommens or
observations on this matter that would
. provide gmdance to the Committee.
The Committée received a total of
* 4,571 comments. The largest propertion
. of respondents favored a 5 pefcentage -
point increase in the savings deposit
rate ceiling. The bulk of support for this.
position came from retirees and
-associations of retired people. They
noted that the current 5% percent and .
5% percent rate ceilirgs are
unrealistically low in today s economic.
environment, Among depository
institutions, however, support for such a
proposal was limited.
Indeed, 94% of the thrift institutions
- favored no savings deposit rate change.
. Although 53% of commercial banks
favored some tate increase, support for
- a 5 percentage point or some other
substantial change was relatively small.
Those respondents opposing any rate
ceiling increase cited cost consequences
_ as their primary objectlon This group
-felt that any savings deposit rate ceiling
adjustment would be inappropriate at
‘this time sirice it would substantially
increase costs without significantly -
improving deposit flows. Those
commercial banks and bank trade
-associations favoring an intermediate
(%4 to'3% percentage points) increase in
the savings depdsit rate cexlmg felt that
. a one-time 5 percentage point increase
would be too drastic and preferred a
_ more gradual increase. N

Some commercial banks, bank trade
associations, and federal agencies

. indicated that some gayings deposit/

NOW account interest rate differential
is necessary to create a distinction
between interest-bearing transaction
and nontransaction savings accounts.
This’would be desirable for monetary
policy considerations and, in addition, it
would encourage NOW account or other
transaction account holders to channel
excess balances into savings accounts
which have lower or no reserve
requirements.

In considering the issue of raising the
rate ceilings on savings deposits, the
Committee has considered the impact of
this action on the safety and soundness
of depository institutions. The net cost
or benefit of a plan to increase
substantially savings deposit rate
ceilings depends heavily upon the
difference between savings deposit
flows which would eccur without any
change in rate ceilings and the flows
that would materialize if savings deposit
rates are increased. Such flows were -
difficult to estimate because historical
data provided little insight. In addition,
commentators provided minimal
information on specific flows that could
result frem such changes. However,
public responses, particularly those
thrift institutions, indicated that the

- impact on deposit flows would not be
- gufficient to offset the increased interest

expense.

At its meeting on September 22, 1081,
the Committee, having considered the
above comments, voted to increase the
present nontransaction savings deposit
rate ceilings by 50 basis points, to 5%
percent for commercial banks and 6
percent for thrift institutions. The
Committee believes that this action
furthers the intent of the Act to provide
increased rates of return to savers and
to proceed with the deregulation of
interest rate ceilings, consistent with the
safety and soundness of depository
institutions.

It should be noted that this rate ceiling
increase only applies to nontransaction
savings deposits which are the regular
passbook and statement savings
accounts. The interest rate ceilings on
transaction accounts will remain the
same, resulting in a rate differential
between transaction and nontransaction
savings accounts. It is expected that this
differential will aid in the interpretation
of movements in monetary aggregates
and, in addition, may have a beneficial
impact on deposntory institutions by
encouraging a shiff in funds from
transaction accounts inlo savings
deposits subject to a lower or.zero
reserve requirement.

The following table sets forth the
interest rate ceilings which will be in
effect on November 1, 1981 forall
savings deposils:

Celfrg | Ceiling
rate

at | ateat -
Type ol account* com- | theft
mercial [ iestitu-
barks } tions
ManJansaztion sxing 5% 6
noWw. 5% &%
ATS. 5% 5%
TIS - 5% 5% .
PNTS 5% 5%
ATM M 5% 5%
RSY. 5% 5%

1 3
penFor futher ciafficaton of tha tpes of accourts Feted,

‘The Committee has considered the
proposal to increase savings deposit
rale ceilings in terms of its impact on
small entities, as required by the
Regulatory Flexibility Act (5 U.S.C. 601~
612). The Regulatory Flexibility Act
defines “small entities” as small
businesses, small nonprofit
organizations, and small governmental
jurisdictions. (5 U.S.C. 601). In this
regard the Committee’s action does nat
impose any new regulatory burden or
additional reporting or record keeping
requirements. Rather, this action eases
the regulatory restrictions on the
maximum interest rates payable on
noctransaction savings deposits on
November 1, 1981. While the increase in
the rate ceilings on nontransaction

_savings deposits will likely result in

increased costs to depository
institutions, it is anticipated thatan .
increase in the rate ceilings at this time
will assist small depository institutions
in adjusting to the ultimate lifting of all
interest rate ceilings in 1986. Small
entities that are depositors generally
should benefit from the Committee’s
action since they will be able ta earn
higher interest on their nontransaction
savings deposits.

Because the Committee’s action
alleviates a restriction, deferral of the
effective date pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 553(d)
is not necessary. Furthermore, because
of the public nature of the-meeting at
which the increase in the rate ceilings
was adopted and the press release
issued eight days following that meeting,
adequate notice of the Committee’s
action has been given to the public.
Accordingly, the Committee finds that
good cause exists under § 1201.6(e) of
the Committee's regulations for making
the effective date less than 30 days from
date of publication in the Federal
Register.

PART 1204—INTEREST ON DEPOSITS

For the reasons sel out in the.
preamble, Part 1204, Chapter X11, of Title
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12, Code of Federal Regulations, is
amended as set forth below. '

1. The-authority citation for Part 1204 _
is revised to read as follows: _

Authority: Secs. 203,204, and 205, Title II,’
Pub. L. 96-221, 94 Stat. 142 and 143 (12 U.S.C.
3502, 3503, and 3504).

2, In Part 1204, a new § 1204.117 is
added: to read as follows:

§ 1204.117 Maximum rates'of interest
payable on nontransaction savings
deposits.

(a) For the purposes of this section,

“nontransaction savings deposits” shall
include all savings deposits {as defined
in 12 CFR 217.1(e) and 329.1(e)) held at
commercial banks and mutual savings
banks, and regular accounts (as defined
in 12 CFR 526.1(d)) held at savings and
loan associations, that are not
“transaction accounts” under Regulation
D of the Board of Governors of the
Federal Reserve System (12 CFR
204.2(e)).

{b) A commercial bank may pdy -
interest on any nontransaction savings
deposit at a rate not to exceed 5%
percent per annum.

{c) A mutual savings bank or savings
and loan association may pay interest -
on any nontransaction savings deposit
at a rate not to exceed 6 percent per
annum. .

By order of the Committee, October 8, 1981.
Steven L. Skancke, -

Executive Secretary.

[FR Doc. 81-29336 Filed 10-14-81; 8:45 am}
“ BILLING CODE 4810-25-M

’

T ——————y

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Avlétlon Administration

14CFRPart71.
[Airspace Docket No. 81-S0-43]

Désignation of Transition Area,
Clanton, Alabama

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

AcTION: Final rule. .

SUMMARY: This rule designates the
Clanton, Alabama, Transition Area. A
standard instrument approach
procedure has been developed for the
Gragg-Wade Field Airport. Controlled
airspace is required to protect the
aircraft Instrument Flight Rule (IFR)
operations and must be designated
before IFR flight procedures can become
effective, .,

EFFECTIVE DATE: 0901 GMT, November
28,1981,

- FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

James G. Walters, Airspace and,
Procedures Brangh, Air Traffic Division,
Federal Aviation Administration, P.O.
Box 206386, Atlanta, Georgia 30320;
telephone: {404) 763-7646.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
History

On Thursday, August 6, 1981 (46 FR
40032), the FAA proposed to amend Part
71 of the Federal Aviation-Regulations
{14 CFR Part 71) to designate the
Clanton, Alabama, 700-foot Transition
Area. This action adopts the proposal *
and thereby provides controlled
airspace protection for aircraft -
Instrument Flight Rule (IFR} operations
at the Gragg-Wade Field Airport. The
proposed Gragg-Wade NDB {nonfederal,

‘hondirectional beacon) will support the

NDB Runway 28 standard instrument
approach procedure. Interested persons
were invited to participate in this
rulemaking proceeding by submitting
written comments on the proposal to the
FAA. No comments were received.

The Rule

This-amendment to Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations-lowers the

base of controlled airspace from 1,200 to *

700 feet in the vicinity of the Gragg-
Wade Field Airport. .

Adoption of the Amendment -

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority
delegated to me, § 71.181, Subpart G, of
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations {14 CFR Part71) as .
republished (and amended) (46 FR 540)
is further amended, effective 0901 GMT,
November 28, 1981, as follows: -

Clanton, Alabama

That airspace extending upward from 700
féet above the surface within a six-mile
radius of Gragg-Wade Field Airport (Lat.
32°51'02" N., Long. 86°36'42" W.); within three
miles each side of the 090° bearing from the
Gragg-Wade RBN (Lat. 32°51'11"” N., Long.
86°36'40" W.), extending from the six-mile
radius area to 8.5 miles east of the RBN:

{Sec. 307(a) of the Federal Aviation Act of
1958, as amended {49 U.S.C. 1348(a)) and Sec.
6(c) of the Department of Transportation Act
(48 U.S.C. 1655(c)))

The FAA has determined that this
regulation only involves an established body
of technical regulations for which frequent
and routine amendments are necessary to
keep them operaﬁonally current. It, therefore,
(1) is not a major rule under Executive Order
12291; (2) is not a significant rule under DOT
Regulatory Policiés and Procedures {44 FR
11034; February 26, 1979); '(3) does not :
warrant preparation of a regulatory
evaluation as the anticipated impact is-so-
minimal; and {4) will not have a significant

-

economic impact on a substantial numbor of

small entities under the criteria of the
Regulatory Flexibility Act; .

This action involves only a small

 glteration of navigable airspace and air

traffic control procedures over a limited
area. )
Issued in East Point, Georgiu. on October 1,
1981.
George R, LaCaille,
Acting Divector, Southern Reglon.
{FR Doc. 61-29557 Filed 10-74-1; 5:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910~13-M *

14 CFR Part 71 N
[Alrspace Docket No, 81-AGL-19]
Alteration of Control Zone; Michigan

" AGENCY: Federal Aviation

Administration (FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Final rule. '

SUMMARY: The nature of this Federal
action is to revoke the controlled
airspace near Sault Ste. Marie, .
Michigan, that was associated with the
Sault Ste. Marie, Michigan Municipal
Airport Control Zone. The control zone
is no longer needed for air traffic control
purposes and the effect of this action is
to revert.the affected airspace'to a non-
controlled status.

_EFFECTIVE DATE: November 26, 1981,

-FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

Edward R. Heaps, Airspace and
Procedures Branch, Air Traffic Division, -
AGL-530, FAA, Great Lakes Reglon,

2300 East Devon Avenue, Des Plainoes,
Illinois 60018, Telephone (312) 694-7300.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
action is to revoke the designated
airspace associated with Sault Ste.
Marie Municipal Airport and to
eliminate the control zone description
for Sault Ste. Marie Municipal Airport
as it is now published.

Discussion of Comments

On page 38929 of the Federal Register
dated July 30, 1981, the Federal Aviation
Administration published a Notice of
Proposed Rulemaking which would
amend § 71.171 of Part 71 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations so as to amend the
control zone near Sault Ste. Matie,
Michigan. Interested persons were
invited to participate in this rulemaking
proceeding by submitting written
comments on the proposal to the FAA.

No objections were received as a
result of the Notice of Proposed
Rulemaking, °

Adoption of Amendment
Accordmgly. pursuant to the authorily



Federal Register / Vol. 46, No. 199 / Thursday, October 15, 1981 / Rules and Regulations .

50785

delegated to'me by the Administrator,
Part 71 of the Federal Aviatiom
Regulations (14 CFR Part 71} is

- amended, effective November 26, 1981,

as follows:

In Section 71.171 (46 FR 455), lhe i
. Tollowing control zone is amended to
read:
Sault Ste. Matie, Miclngan (Mummpal -
Airport)
Revoked '
{Section 307{a), Federal Aviation Act 011958
(49 U.S.C. 1348(a)); Sec. 6(c), Departmeiit of
Transportation Act (49 U.5.C. 1655(c)): Sec.

11.61 of the Federal Aviation Regulations (14
CFR 1161)) ‘

The FAA has determmed that this.

-- regulation only involves an established
body of technical regulations for which .

frequent and routine amendments are
necessary to keep them operationally
current, It, therefore—{1) is not a “major
rule” under Executive Order 12291, (2) is,
not a “significant rule” under DOT
Regulatory Policies and Procedures {44

- FR 11034, February 26, 1979); (3) does

not warrant preparation of a regulatory

evaluation as the anticipated impactis °

so minimal, and (4) will not have a
significant economic impact on a

. ‘substantial humber of small entities
" under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility, Act. - .

- _Issued in Des Plaines, lilinois, on

September 28,1981, . .
Carl B. Schellenberg,

Acting Direcfor, Great Lakes Region.
{FRI Dor. 81-29635 Filed 10—14-81. 8:45 am]
BILLING cons 4910-13-u

14 CFR Part 73 |
[Airspace Docket No. 81-AEA-11]

Designation of Federal Airways, Area
Low Routes, Controlled Airspace, and
-‘Reporting Points; Special Use ~
_Airspace; Amendment to Restricted
Area R-6602 Fort Plckett, VA

L Con‘ectmn

. “Ii FR Doc. 81-28439 appearing at page
48132ir; the issue for Thursday, October
‘1, 1981, please make the following
correction:

On page 48133, in the center column,
in the boundary description for Fort

Pickett, VA, in the eleventh line from the -

top of the column, “lat. 37°01'55" N.,”
should have read “lat. 37°01'50" N.,”,
" BILUING CODE 1505-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

.18 CFR Part 271 -

[Docket No. RM79-76 (Texas—9 Addition);
Order 180]

High-Cost Gas Produced From Tight
Formations; Final Rule

October 8, 1981.
AGENCY: Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission is authorized by
section 107(c)(5) of the Natural Gas -
Policy Act of 1978 to designate certain
types of natural gas as high-cost gas
where the Commission determines that

- the gas is produced under conditions

which present extraordinary risks-or

* costs. Under section 107(c)(5), the

Commission issued a final regulation
designating natural gas produced from
tight formations as high-cost gas which
may receive an incentive price (18 CFR
271.703). This rule established
procedures for jurisdictional agencies to
submit to the Commission
recommendations of areas for
designation as tight formations. This
final order adopts the recommendation
of the Railroad Commission of Texas
that an additional area of the Travis
Peak Formation be designated as a tight

_formation under § 271.703(d).

EFFECTIVE DATE: October 8, 1961.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Leslie Lawner, (202) 357-8307, or Walter

 Lawson, (202) 357-8556.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
The Commission hereby amends
§ 271.703(d) of its regulations to include

_an additional area of the Travis Peak

Forration in Texas as a designated tight
formation eligible for incentive pricing
under § 271.703. The amendment was
proposed in a Notice of Proposed
Rulemaking by the Director, OPFR,
issued July 24, 1981 (46 FR 38935, July 30,
1981} 2 based on a recommendation by
the Railroad Commission of Texas
{Texas) in accordance with § 271.703(c)
that an additional area of the Travis
Peak be designated as a tight formation.
Evidence submitted by Texas
supports the assertion that the Travis
Peak Formation meets the guidelines
contained in § 271.703(c)(2). The

! Comments were invited and one comment
supporting the recommendation was received. No
party requested a public hearing and no hcnring
was held, -

Commission adopts the-Texas
recommendation. -

This amendment shall become
effective immediately. The Commission
has found that the public interest
dictates that new natural gas supplies
be developed on an expedited basis;
and, therelore, incentive prices should
be made available as soon as possible.
The need to make incenjive prices
available immediately establishes good
cause to waive the thirty-day -
publication periad.

(Department of Energy Organization Act, 42
U.S.C. 7101 et seq.: Natural Gas Policy Act of
1978, 15 U.S.C. 3301-3342; Administrative
Procedure Act, 5 U.S.C. 553)

For the reasons stated herein, Part 271
of Subchapter H, Title 18, Code of
Federal Regulations, is amended as set
forth below, effective October 8, 1981.

By the Commission.
Kenncth F, Plumb,
Secrelary.

PART 271—CEILING PRICES

Section 271.703 is amended by
revising {d)(36) to read as follows:

§271.703 Tight formations.
*

L] » - *

(d) Designated tight formations. The
following formations are designated as®
tight formations. A more detailed
description of the geographical extent
and geological parameters of the
designated tight formations is located in
the Commission’s official file for Docket
No. RM78-78, subindexed as indicated,
and is also located in the official files of
the jurisdictional agency that submitted

the recommendation.
L ] * * * t 3

(36) The Travis Peak Formation in
Texas. RM73-76 (Texas—9) and
(Texas—9 Addition).

(i) Sym-Jac, West (Hosston) Field.

(A) Delineation of format:on The
Travis Peak Formation in the Sym-Jac,
West (Hosston) Field is found in
Cherokee County, Texas, Railroad
Commission District 6.

(B) Depth. The top and the base of the
Travis Peak Formation in the Sym-Jac,
West {Hosston) Field are found at
approximately 9,850 feet and 12,050 feet,-
respectively, giving it a thickness of
npproxxmately 2,200 feet.

(ii}) Bear Grass Area.

{A) Delineation of formation. The
Travis Peak Formation in the Bear Grass
area is found in portions of Freestone
and Leon Counties, Texas, Railroad
Commission District 5. The area is
elliptical with a northeast/southwest
major axis and centains approximately
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5 square miles. The center of the area is
approximately 2 miles east of the point -
of intersection of Freestone, Leon and
Limestone Counties and is situated, in
portions ‘of the following surveys:
Gertrude Diaz A-178 and A-1276, Isaac
Connelly A~117 and A<1152, William F.
Gray A-296, L. W. Gideon A-1018 and
Thomas Hardee A-~1022. :
(B) Depth. The top and the base of the
Travis Peak Formation in the Bear Grass.
area are found at approximate subsea
depths of—8,379 feet and—11,462 feet,
respectively, giving a thickness of
approximately 3,100 feet.
(FR Doc. 81-29502 Filed 10-14-81; 8:45 am] \
BILLING CODE 6717-02-M

p—————

wvm—————

'RAILROAD RETIREMENT BOARD
20CFRPart233

Reduction in the Windfall Benefit
‘Annuity Component

AGENCY: Railroad Retirement Board.

ACTION: Interim final rule with request
for comments.

'SUMMARY: The Railroad Retirement
Board amends Chapter II of Title 20 of
the Code of Federal Regulations by
adding a new Part 233 to provide for the
reduction in the amount of windfall
benefits payable in a fiscal year where
the moneys appropriated for the
payment of such benefits are insufficient
to pay windfall benefits at the full rate.
A recent amendment to the Railroad
Retirement Act of 1974 thade by the
Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of
1981 established a new account in the
Treasury of the United States to be
known as the Dual Benefits Payments
Account, The Omnibus Budget .
Reconciliation Act of 1981 also amends
the Railroad Retirement Act of 1974 to
provide that windfall benefits must be
paid from the Dual Benefits Payments
Account and that in any given fiscal
year the total of windfall benefits
payments shall not exceed the amount
-appropriated to the Account for such

, benefits. The Board is authorized to

- prescribe regulations for the reduction of
windfall benefits where the amount’
appropriated is insufficient to pay full

- benefits. .
DATES: This interim rule is effective
October 1, 1981, Comments must be
received no later than December 14,
1981.
ADDRESS: Public comments should be
sent to Dale G. Zimmerman, General
Counsel, Railroad Retirement Board, 844
Rush Street, Chicago, lllinois 60611.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

-Dale G. Zimmerman, General Counsel,

Railroad Retirement Board, 844 Rush
Street, Chicago, Illinois 60611, (312) 751~
4935 (FTS 387-4935). -
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Board has determined that this
regulation is not a major rule within the
meaning of Executive Order 12291, As
explained above in the summary section
of this preamble, the Board is authorized
to prescribe regulatlons for the reduction
of windfall benefits in any year where
the amount appropriated will not fully
fund the payment of such berefits. The
first fiscal year in which reductions are
authorized to be made is fiscal year
1982, beginning October 1, 1981.
Accordingly, the new Part 233 must be
effective on that date.

Part 233 is added to 20 CFR Chapter I
to read as follows:

PART 233—REDUCTION IN THE
WINDFALL BENEFIT ANNUITY
COMPONENT -

Sec.

2331 Whén reductiorni must be made.

233:2 Computation of reduction.

233.3 Reduction of retroactive and other
similar payments, -~ -

233.4 _Reconsideration of the reduction
computation.. .

Authority: Sec. 1122(c) Pub. L. 97-35, 95
Stat. 638 (45 U.S.C, 2310). )

§233.1 When reduction must bé made.

On or before August 31 of each fiscal -
year, the Board shall, in accardance
with this section, determine the amount
of the reduction, if any that will have to
be made in the following fiscal year in
the amount of the windfall benefit
components of persons entitled to such

‘benefit components under the Railroad

Retirement Act. A reduction must be
made where it is determined that the
balance in the Dual Benefits Payments
Account, comprised of such funds as

- will be available for the payment of

windfall benefits in the following fiscal -
year including the enacted or estimated
appropriation to the Account for the
next succeeding fiscal year, disregarding
any interest which may be earned by the
moneys in the Account during the next
fiscal year, is less than the estimate of -
the amount of the windfall benefits that
would be payable under the Railroad
Retirement Act during such fiscal year if
no reduction were to be applicable. The
amount of the windfall benefit as
determined by the Board and paid to a
person under this section shall
constitute full and complete payment of
the person’s windfall component-and

there shall be no further liability on the

part of the Board, the United States
Government, or any other person or
entity for the amount of any reduction
imposed.

§233.2 Computation of reduction,

The amount of the reduction to be
made in the windfall benefit
components of annuities shall be
détermined in the following manner: tho

.balance in the Dual Benefits Payments

Account as determined under § 233.1
shall be divided by the amount of the

_ estimated windfall benefits that would

be payable for the fiscal year as
determined under § 233.1 to obtain a

- percentage. This percentage of the”

unreduced windfall benefit component
shall be the amount of that component
to which persons are entitled under the
Railroad Retirement Act. In no event,
however, shall the amount of the
windfall benefit exceed the amount that
would be payable under the Railroad
Retirement Act without regard to this

‘section:

§ 233.3 Reduction of retroactive and othor
similar payments.

-If a person is entitled to a retroactive
payment for a month or months in an
earlier fiscal year, the reduction factor
as imposed with respect to the windfall
component of the person’s annuity,
including that portion attributable to an
earlier fiscal year, shall be the reduction
factor applicable in the year of payment:
Provided, however, That if the
application of the payment year
reduction factor would result in a larger
payment than would the application of
the earlier year reduction factor, the
earlier year reduction factor shall be
applied. The reduction factor imposed in
the case of a replacement payment shall
be that reduction factor which was
applicable to the original payment, Tho
term “replacement payment” means a
payment made to a beneficiary to
replace a check which was issued to the
beneficiary in an earlier month, but
which was not negotiated, and
“replacement payment” also means a
payment made to the beneficiary for an
earlier month in which his or her

_ annuity was not paid for some reason

such as lack of a current address, -

§233.4 Reconsideration of the reduction
computation.

The Board shall periodically, but at
least quarterly, examine the
determinations and calculations made
under §§ 233.1 and 233.2, in view of
changes which may occur in the
estimates used. If, as a result of this
examination, the Board determines that
the balance in the Dual Benefits
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Payments Account will be insufficient to
pay benefits from that Account for the

_ balance of the fiscal year at the
established rate, the Board shall .
"establish a new rate of reduction to be
'apphed to benefits to be paid for the
remaining months so that the balance in
the Dual Benefits Payments Account
will be'sufficient to pay benefits-for the
remainder of the fiscal year. If, as a
result of this examination, the Board
finds that the balance in the Account is
greater than would be required to pay
benefits at the then applicable reduction
percentage for the remainder of the
fiscal year, the Board may, at its
discretion, decrease the reduction

percentage with respect to benefits to be.

paid for the remaining months.
Dated: September 15, 1981.

" By Authority of the Board.

James T. Brown, ‘ s

Chief Executive Off:cer, BmlmadRetzrement
Board.

[FR Doc. 81-29533 Filed 10-14-81; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7950-01-M

——

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY

Bureau of Alcohol, Tebacco and
Firearms

27 CFR Part 55
[T.0. ATF-93] -

Amendment to Explosive Materials
Regulations

AGENCY: Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco
and Firearms {ATF).
ACTION: Final rule. Treasury-decision.

SUMMARY: This final rule eliminates the
second copy of ATF F 54004 (formerly
Form 4710), Explosives Transaction
Record, currently required to be
forwarded to the Bureau. This action
deletes an unnecessary duplicate copy
of a form and'reduces the paperwork
burden on proprietors and reduces cost
for both proprietors and the Bureau.
EFFECTIVE DATE: October 15, 1981.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
James A. Hunt, Research and
Regulations Branch, Bureau of Alcohol,
Tobacco and Firearms, Federal Building,
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue NW, . .
Washington, DC 20226 {202-566-7626).
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Title XI
of the Organized Crime Control Act of
1970, 18 U.S.C. 842(f), requires the

" maintenance of records relative to the.

distribution of explosive materials. An
implementing regulation, 27 CFR

§ 55.126, establishes procedures for the
execution of an ATF F 54004,
Explosives Transaction Record, by the

licensee or permittee to account for the
distribution of explosive malerials to
nonlicensees or nonpermittees. Under
§ 55:126{c), the Form 5400.4 must be
completed in duplicate, the original of
which must be retained by the licensee
or permittee as part of his permanent
records and the duplicate forwarded to
the Bureau. Section 55.126(d) prescribes
the manner in which the original Form
5400.4 is retained by the licensee or
permittee.

The requirement that a licensee obtain
an executed Form 5400.4 allows the
licensee to determine whether he may

‘lawfully distribute the explosive

materials identified in the form to that
person. The original purpose of the
requirement that the Form 5400.4 be
completed in duplicate and a copy
forwarded to the Bureau was to provide
the Bureau with an investigative and
intelligence tool in tracing explosive
materials and ascertaining whether a
licensee or permittee was conducting his
operations in accordance with the law
and regulations. Since promulgating this
provision, the Bureau has reviewed its
internal procedures and practices with
respect to receipt of the duplicate copy
of Form 5400.4. The Bureau found that
forwarding the duplicate Form 5400.4
was not effective as an investigative
and intelligence tool and that other
internal controls are more effective in
fulfilling the original regulatory
objectives. For example, since the
licensee or permittee retains the original
Form 5400.4 on his business premises, in
the event the Bureau needs to trace
explosive materials, pertinent
information can be obtained directly
from the licensee or permittee.
Furthermore, the Bureau has statutory
authority under 18 U.S.C. 843(f) to enter
during the business hours the premises
of any licensee or permittee to inspect
the original Form 5400.4 to ascertain
whether the operations are conducted in
compliance with law and regulations.
Additionally, members of the regulated
industry have commented on the
burdensome requirement of preparing
this duplicate copy of Form 5400.4 and
mailing it no later than the next business
day. The Bureau is cognizant of its
responsibilities to reduce paperwork
requirements upon regulated industries.
Consequently, the Bureau is eliminaling
the second copy of ATF Form 5400.4
which is currently required to be
forwarded to the Bureau.

Notice and Public Procedure

Because.this minor amendment
involves a matter of internal agency
practice and procedure and merely
simplifies Bureau procedure by
discontinuing the second copy of a form

-

which the Bureau no longer has a
continued need for, it is found
unnecessary to issue this Treasury
decision with notice and public
procedure under 5 U.S.C. 553(b).
Furthermore, since this paperwork
burden onthe regulated industry should
be eliminated as soon as possible, the
30-day delay of effective date of 5,U.S.C.
553(d) is found to be unnecessary and
contrary to the public interest.

Executive Order 12291

It has been determined that this final
rule is not a “major rule” within the
meaning of Executive Order 12291, 46 FR
13193 (1981}, because it will not have an
annual effect on the economy of $100
million or more; it will not result in a
major increase in the costs or prices for
consumers, individual industries, -
Federal, State, or local government
agencies, or geographic regions; and it
will not have significant adverse effects
on competition, employment, :
investment, productivity, innovation, or
on the ability of the United States-based
enterprises to compete with foreign-
based enterprises in domestie or export
markets.

DRAFTING INFORMATION: The principal
author of this document is James A.
Hunt, Research and Regulations Branch,
Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and
Firearms.

Authority and Issuance

Under the authority contained in 18
U.S.C. § 847 (84 Stat 959), the Director
amends 27 CFR Part 55 as follows:

PART 55—EXCISE TAX ON CERTAIN
REAL ESTATE INVESTMENT TRUSTS

Section 55.126 (c) and (d),of Subpart G
are revised to read as follows:

§55.126 Explosives transaction record.

- * - * *

(c) Completed ATF F 5400.4 is to be
retained by the licensee or permittee as
part of his permanent records in
accordance with paragraph (d) of this
section.

(d) Each AFT F 54004 is relained in
numerical (by transaclion serial
number) order commencing with “1”* and
continuing in regular sequence. When
the numbering of any series reaches
*1,000,000,” the licensee or permittee
may recommence the series. The
recommenced series is to be given an
alphabetical prefix or suffix.

‘Where there is a change in
proprietorship, or in the individual, firm,
corporate name or {rade name, the
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series in use at the time of the change
may be continued.
* * * » i‘
Signed: September 10, 1981.
G. R. Dickerson,
Director.

Approved: September 24,1981,
John M. Walker, Jr.,
Assistant Secretary (En foncement and
Operations).
{FR Doc. 8129704 Filed 10-14-81; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4810-31-M

* PENSION BENEFIT GUARANTY
CORPORATION . i

29 CFR Part 2619

Valuation of Plan Benefits in Non- .
‘Multiemployer Plans; Amendment
Adopting Additional PBGC Rates

AGENCY: Pension Benefit Guaranty
Corporation.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment to the _
regulation on Valuation of Plan Benefits
in Non-Multiemployer Plans contdins
the interest rates and factors for the-
period beginning November 1, 1981, The
. interest rates and factors are to be used’
to value benefits provided under - .
terminating non-multiemployer pension
plans covered by Title IV of the . .-
- Employee Retirement Income Secunty
Act of 1974 (the “Act”). . -
The valuation of plan benefits is:

.

necessary because under section 4041 of -

the Act, the Pension Benefit Guaranty
Corporation (“PBGC"} and the plan
administrator must determine whether a
terminating pension plan has sufficient
dassets to pay all guaranteed benefits
provided under the plan. If the assets
are insufficient, the PBGC will pay the
guaranteed benefits under the plan
termination insurance program °
established under Title IV,

The interest rates and factors set forth

“in Appendix B to Part 2619 are adjusted ..

periodically to reflect changes in
financial and annuity markets. This:
amendment adopts the rates and factors
applicable to plans thit terniinate on or
after November 1, 1981, and enables the
PBGC and plan administrators to value
the benefits provided under those’ plans
These rates and factors will remain in- 7
effect until PBGC pubhshes an
amendment revising them. '

EFFECTIVE DATE: November 1, 1981.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION com'Acr.
Ms. Nina R. Hawes, Staff Attorney,

Office of the General Counsel, Pension
Benefit Guaranty Corporation, 2020 K

- seq. (1976), as amended by the -

Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20006
202-254-3010.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On
January 28, 1981, the Pension Benefit
Guaranty Corporation (the “PBGC")
issued a final regulation (46 FR 9492 ef
seq.) establishing the methods for
valuing plan benefits of terminating non-
multiemployer plans covered under Title
1V of the Employee Retirement Income -
Security Act of 1974, 29 U.S.C. 1001 e¢
Multiemployer Pension Plan
Amendments Act of 1980, Pub. L. No. 96+
364, 94 Stat. 1208 {the “Act”). That
regulation, 29 CFR Part 2610, was
recodified as-29 CFR Part 2619 on June
24, 1981, effective June 29, 1981 (46 FR
32574). That regulation contains a
number of formulas for valuing different
types of benefits. In addition, Appendix
B to the regulation sets forth the various
interest rates and factors that are to be
used in the formulas. Because these
rates and factors are intended to reflect
current conditions in the financial and
annuity markets, it is necessary to
update the rates and factors
periodically. '

When first published, Appendix B
contained interest rates and factors to
be used to value benefits in plans that
terminated on or after September 2,
1974, but before October 1, 1975.
Subsequently, the PBGC adopted -
additional rates and factors for valuing -

- benefits in plans that terminated on or

after October 1, 1975, but before Octobér
1,71981. (29 CFR 2610 (1980], 45 FR 64907,

45 FR 75658, 45 FR 75209, 45 FR 82172, 48
FR 3510, 46 FR 16685, 46 FR 18312,.46 FR~

26765, 46 FR 31257, 46 FR 36693).

On September 15, 1981, the PBGC last
published rates for plans that terminate
on or after October 1, 1981 (46 FR 45761]
At this time, changes in the financial
and annuity markets have necessitated
an increase in the rates used by the -
PBGC to value benefits. Accordingly,
this amendment changes the rates in
Appendix B to add a‘set of interest rates
and factors for plans that terminate on
or after November1, 1981, These rates

* and factors will remain in effect until

such time as PBGC publishes another

- amendment which changes the rates,

As a rule, the rates will be in effect for
at least one month. If the rates are to be
changed, PBGC will publish an
amendment in the Federal Register,

- normally by the 15th of the month prior

to the month for which the new rates
will be effective. If no change is.to be
made, no amendment will be publxshed

and the current rates will remain in

effect until further notice.

Because the Multiemployer Pension .

Plan Amendments Act of 1980

~
.

established a new insurance program for
multiemployer plans, we note that the
rates and factors contained in Appendix
B to Part 2619 are applicable to non-
multiemployer plans only.

The PBGC has determined that notice
and public comment on this amendment
are impracticable and contrary to tho
public interest. This determination is
based on the need to determine and
issue new interest rates and factors
promptly, so that the rates can reflect,
as accurately as possible, current
market conditions. The PBGC has found
that the public interest is best served by

"issuing the rates and factors on a

prospective basis so that plans may be
able to calculate the value of plan
benefits before submitting a notice of
intent to terminate. Also, plans will be
able to predict employer liability more
accurately prior to plan termination.
Moreover, because of the need to
provide immediate guidance for the"
valuation of benefits under plans that
will terminate on or after November 1,
1981, and because no adjustment by

- ongoing plans is required by this

amendment, the PBGC finds that good
cause exists for making the rates sot
forth in this amendment to the final
regulation effective less than 30 days -
after publication,

The PBGC has determined that this is
not a “major rule” under the criteria sat

.- forth in Executive Order 12291, February

17, 1981, (46 FR 13193) because it will .

‘not result in an annual effect on the

economy of $100 million or more.
major increase in costs for congumers or
individual industries, or significant

-adverse effects on competition,

employment, investment, productivity,
innovation or compention.

PART 2619—VALUATION OF PLAN
BENEFITS IN NONMULTIEMPLOYER
PLANS

A

~ In consideration of the foregoing, Part

2619 of Chapter XXVI, Title 29, Code of
Federal Regulations, is “hereby amended
by revising Rate Set 28 and adding Rate
Set 29 of Appendix B to read | as follows:

Appcmhx B—Interest Rates and Quunllllos
Used to Value Immediate and Deferred
Annuities

In the table that follows, the immediato
annuity rate is used to value immediate
annuities, to compute the quantity “G" for
deferred annuities and to value both portions
of a refund annuity. An interest rate of 5%
shall be used to value death benefits other
than the decreasing term insurance portion of
a refund annuity. For deferred annunities, ki,
ka, ks, ny, and n; are defined in § 2619.45

7
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_ Rate set

For plans with a valuation gt
B pm\dam “tmmegaty

Dfoned annuites

Onorafter  Beloro rlo” ks ke ks M Pa
. . . - . . . a ,
28 10-1-81 11-1-81 1050 10375 10350  1.0400 7 8
frac] 11-1-81 . 1075 11000 10375 1.0400 7 8

(Secs. 4002(b){3); 4041(b), 4044, 4062(b)(1)(A).
Pub. L. 93408, 88 Stat. 1004, 1020, 1025-27,"
1029, (1974] as amended by Secs. 403{l},
403(d) and 402(a){(7), Pub. L. 96-364, 94 Stat,
1302, 1301. 1299, (1980} (29U.S.C. 1302, 1341,
1344, 1362)) i
«Robert E. Nagle.
Executive Director, Pension Benefit Guaranly
-Corporation.
- [FR Doc. 61-29482 Filed 10-14-81; 845 am]
BILLING CODE 7708-01-M

'FEDERAL EMERGENCY - .
MANAGEMENT AGENCY

44 CFR Part 67

Natlonal Flood Insurance Program;
Final Flood Elevation Determmatlons-
Anzona, etal.
AGENCY: FEMA.

" ACTION: Final rule.

summARY: Final base (100-year) flood
elevations are listed below for selected
- locations in the nation.

These base (100-year) flood‘elevahons
are.the basis for the flood plain
management measures that the
community is required either to adopt or
show evidence of being already.in effect

in order to qualify or remain qualified -~

for participation in the National Flood
Insvrance Program (NFIP).

EFFECTIVE DATE: The date of issuance of
the Flood Insurance Rate Map {FIRM),
showing base (100-year) flood
elevations, for the community.

ADDRESSES: See table below.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. Raobert G. Chappell, National Flood
Insurance Program (202) 287-0270,

. Federal Emergency Management
Agency, Washington, D.C. 20472

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Federal Emergency Management
Agency gives notice of the final
determination of flood elevation for
each.community listed.

This final rule is issued in accordance
with section 110 of the Flood Disasgter
Protection Act 0of 1968 (Title XIII of the
Housing and Urban Development Act of
1968 [Pub L. 80-448), 42 U.S.C. 4001~
4128, and 44 CFR Part 67). An
opportunity for the community or
individuals to appeal this determination
to or through the community for a period
of ninety (90} days has been provided.
No appeals of the proposed base flood
elevations were received from the

The final base (100-year) flood elevations for.selected locations are:

¢

FINAL BASE (100-YEAR) FLOOD ELEVATIONS

community or from individuals within -
the community.

The Agency has developed criteria for
flood plain management in flood-prone
areas in accordance with 44 CFR Part
60. .
Pursuant to the provisions of 5 U.S.C.
605{b), the Associate Director, to whom
authority has been delegated by the
Director, Federal Emergency

. Management Agency, hereby certifies

that the {final) flood elevation
determinations, if promulgated, will not
have a significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities. A
flood elevation determination under
section 1363 forms the basis for new
local ordinances, which, if adopted by a
local community, will govern future
construction within the flood plain area.
The elevation determinations, however,
impose no restriction unless and until
the local community voluntarily adopts
flood plain ordinances in accord with
these elevations. Even if ordinances are
adopted in compliance with Federal
standards, the elevations prescribe how
high to build in the flood plain and do
not proscribe development. Thus, this
action only forms the basis for future
local actions. It imposes g new
requirements; of itself it has no

- economic impact.

#Depthin

‘ feeteghg(e

~State City/town/county Sourco of foodng Location N

in feet
NGVD)
NORTH MOHAVE VALLEY AREA *

Arizona.....~ Mohave County (Un_ncoxpcraled Areas), FEMA-6079 wumw] H3H1aNdWTEImS WVaSK s Interoceton of Qak Avcnro and Locust Boulevard .. #2
High!ang-Green Wastham ] Interzecton of La Pucrta Road and & Camino Read ..} #1
- Buthead Vot o] In20120¢00N Of Sth St and M0 SUEO e} #2
N \Wash Interecetan of Ramar Road and Monta Vista Driva....] #2

* Vash tntereectan of Mahavwa Difvo and Via Amoyo. *501

. Fort Mohavo Woth e} Intercoetien cof Josa Avenueo and Nomando Drive e #1

Black Wash Intcrzection of 6th Streat and Long Avente. ] #3

SouTH MOHAVE VALLEY AREA
Camp Mohavo VWash Interceetion of Camp Mohave Road and La Calzada . ] #1
Mohava Washes Inlercection of State Hghway 55 (Mohave Va:le{ Hah- #1
- v:3y) ard Los Gavchaas Road
- HUALAPAI VALLEY AREA

Nohave \Wash, Intcrzcctan of Thempcan Avenus and Wash *3313

. Intcrzection of Slema Vista Averwe and North Pinat *3350

e s ab 4 Stect.
L LAXE HAYASU CITY AREA -

1§ [ Desca vrash ! tntercocton of Mohave Driva asd Kenrieth Lard ] £
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FINAL BASE (100-YEAR) FLOOD ELEVATIONS—Continued
N #Dopth In
N . foet abovo
State City/town/county Source of flooding - Location oGround.
. . . m {oot
g . . (NGVD)
. Jops Wash. int tion of Havasu’ Garden Drive and Park View #2
~ Drive. ‘
N COLORADO CITY AREA )
B Short Creek }. Upstream side of the intersection of State ngh.vay 44930
389 and tho channel. .
HUALAPAL MOUNTAIN PARK AREA .
Wheeler Wash Upst side of the intersaction of Hualapal Moun- 9150
g ta!n Road and the channel. !
. Wheeler Wash Tn‘bulary C with Wheeler Wash. *5991
Maps avallablo f_qr lnspecuon at F!ood Plzin Deparlment, 4th and’ Spnng, Kingman, Arizona. .
Arkansas.... .| Camden, City, Quachita County (Docket No. FEMA~6074)....| Ouachita River B Corporate Limils ‘410
: Approximately 0.34 mifo upstroam of upstream Corpo- 17
rate Limits.
' ’ Twio Bayou D¢ Corporale Limits »{43
. D¢ St Louis S Ralfroad *115
. Upst Cash Road ‘17
R Up: Ci Umits, ‘17
- Appmxh'naialy 1,700 upstream of upstream Corporalo 118
Chatfie Creek s Ce oot e vith Two Bayou 116
>0 . Up Cash Road. *419
- Apptoxxmalely 2,300’ of Cash Road ‘27
; South Railroad *435
- Wadlelgh Branch cenumsmssssssmmomens Conﬂuence whh Two Bayou *118
i - . I + | Upstream State Route 45 (Dc ing) *119
. . . Upstream State Routo 45 ( ll' ing) 120
1 . Appraximately 1,300’ do-vnslmam of Hussman Drive..... 4132
. ; . Spnlrway ‘of Berg Lake *140
e , Tributary 1 Tl with Tvio Bayou. 116
. ’ Upstroam Boutdor Streot 120
. . Up Plerco Strest. *190
B o]  Tate Streot *145
: Tributaty 2 Confluence with Chatfio Creek wmmmesssssmisses *116
[ i . - Approximately 800" downstream of St Louls Soulh- *124
R s + western Railroad.
. . A . Downstream St. Louls Southwiostem Bailroad :meeusmses *130
' ! - . M Downstream Monticelio Street *140
. PR Downstream Faindew Read. 152"
Tributary 8 R S~ Conﬂuence w‘!h Wadlelgh Branch 422
. K T : . w. n Sireet *430
' v \ ) A Approxfmalery 185’ Pt Haynos A ‘445
_ Tributary 4 with Tribufary 3... “24
: i Approx:matoly 60 dovmstroam Harding Avenus.uuwsces *432
Approximatety 100’ upstream Copaland SI80L. s *130
. Downstream State ROUIES 4 & 24 asisimsisssrmsisamens *144
Tribulary § Confh with Wadlelgh Branch. *120
: Approximately 150’ d tream G { Avenuo *130
; . . Downstream Sy e A 105
Maps avallable for inspection at the City Council Chamber, City Hall, 206 Van Buren Streg!. Camden, Arkansas,
ArKansas ... Town of Hackett, Sebastian County (FEMA-6052) I Big Branch IJust pst of Arh Highway 10 s .“....I *510
: . ! 1 Just upstream of Honderson SUeet .wrmsmomsammsses *510
Maps avallable for inspection at Town Hall, Hackett, Arkansas 72937,
P City of Hartford, Sebastian County (FEMA-6052) West Creek [ Just upstream of Green BUeot wummemmmmmmmsssaan | *624
| | Just ¢ of Northern Corporate Limits *g40
Maps available for insp«_ecllon at city Hall, Hartford, Arkansas 72938. 4 .
ATKBNSAS.susreeressasssossoss .| City of Hofly Grove, Monroe County (FEMA-6061). ] White River. | South Smith Street and Central Avenuo ................,....“...‘.I *170
. . i | Northeast Quadrant Fourth Avenue and Ping Sticet.. 179
Maps avallable for inspection at City Hall, 105 South Smith Street, Holly Grove, Arkansas 72069. '
ATKENSAS s [ Town of Lavaca, Sebastian Coiinty (FEMA-6052) ] cox Creek— Fust of Arkansas Highay 253 cummmior .u' R
. - | | dust downslream of N. Davis SUEO wemmmmammemssmmmned: *406
Maps available for Inspection at Town Hall,-Main Street, Lavaca, Arkansas 72941~ -~ ~~e=r - - - - - s
ATKARSAS cwsreesamsssannns] City OF Lonoke, Lonoke County (FEMA-6053), .+..| Bayou Two Praifie Just up of State Rou!o 31 sesesssanemssssitssosnisisatmssssbant 0220
~ . - . Pack Branch. Just di ! of Di 0229
. Just upstream of W. 3rd L S— 202
Maps avallable for inspection at City Hafl, 203 West Front Street, Lonoks, Arkansas 72086. . .
Arkansas.......»............l Town of Montrose, Ashley County (FEMA-6061) I Bayou Barth |West S th Street and Hamburg Strcot‘.u....'.....“..........l 20
Maps available for inspection at Town Hall, Montrose, Arkansas 71658, .
4 7 7
Ark -4 City of Morilton, Conway County (FEMA-6052) A River, ‘ Just up of State H’; y 9 b 270
R “ Cherokee Creek Just up of Missourl Pacific Railroad 318
- s . ,oe L Just downstrieam of FUSt SUOOLecrissrscrrsssssssmstssssssiastn 020
Park C(cnk' y . Just up of 40 310
- N i Just upstream of SE Joseph SUE0l wuummmmmnissssssssiss 4351
I - -~ Garney Creek Just up: of State Highway 247 ..o 310

Maps avallable for inspection at City Hafl, 210 North Mosse, Momilton, Arkansas 72110.




Maps available for Inspection at the Clerk’s Office, City Hall, 115, North 3rd Street, Oregon, Ino's
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.. - e e - ae #Depthin
DR - J feet above
State City/town/county N Sourco of fioodng Lozaton . on
<5 o . in feet
. (NGVD)
Arkansaé s - City of Ozark, Frapklin County (FEMA-6052) Ark River. Just upstream of Sta'o HGhway 20 eeeeerereseerind *375
: Gar Creck Just upstrcam of 2nd Steet *350
Just upstream of Stato Hghway 23 et *468
. Just upsdream confivenco of South Branch Gas Creek .. *526
North Branch Gar Creek wecwamen.] Just dovnstrcam of Sta'e Hghway 23 *520
South Branth Gar CrooK .. Just upsiream of U.S. Hghway 64 *535
. - East Fork GAr CreeKemmmm Just downsiteam of Yates Road *425
Maps available for inspection at City Hall, 607 West College Street, Ozark, Arkansas 72949.
Arkansas. Cny of Wilmot, Ashley County (FEMI(—GOBI} Bayou Bartho West gdo of Intersecton ol Curty Sreet and Missousi "1
R ~ Pasite RaXoad. s 112
. b Souttest Comner of Intercection of West Man Sweet
- ] . and Northern Corparate Limits.
Maps available for inspection at.City Hall, Wilmot, Arkansas 71646,
" Connecticut Ellington, Town Tolland County (Docket No, FEMA-6074) ...{ Hockanum River, Dc ta Limits o 217"
: Unstream of Wind, Road 220
N Upstream ot Lower Butther ROA e ] 226
’ Upstream Cerporats Uimits, *237
. - ViEmantic River, | Dowrnstrcam Corporata Limits, *435
R Upstream Corpora‘o Uimits *452
Maps avaflable for inspection at the Planning Office and at the Offices of the Bulding Inspector and Sclectmen, Town Ha'l, Eng'on, Connecticut )
Corinecticut | Killingworth, Town Middlesex County (Docket No. FEMA- | H River. Chestaut K Road. 52
N 6052). . J.800 Lpsiream ot Chestnut HI Road S0
- 6,200° upstream of Chestout H Road *130
N Approximately 3,800° downstream of Sta'2 Rou'ae 80... *170
2,075' daarstroam of Siate Rou'e B0 ] *190
. - State Rou'e 80 214
Pond Neadovs BrodK weemnm] Upstrcam of Kroopa Pond Dam *325
1,350 epstream of Keoopa Pond Dam, 1 *350
_ - - Confuenca with Lane District Brookeme oo *362
800" dawnsticam Schinoer Road *382
Upstream of Schncor Road. 402
L2ng District BrOOK mumumummmmenene] Confuonce with Pond Meadaow 8700/ e *362
Upstream of Stato Rouls 148 (dawnstream crossing) ... *368
Upstrcam of Stata Routo 148 (upstream cro&sing).___{ *372
- ] . Alders Bridss Road *377
Maps avallable for inspection at the Town Office Bullding, Route 81, Kilingworth, Connocliout.
Florida | Unincorporated Areas of Sumter County (FEMA €078) ........] Witk hea River, Just ¢ m of Viycong Lock and Dam. *44
Downsiream of Fligrida Hghway *47
~ JUMPET CrotKa s Just coansiream of Interstate l'fgrnf 75 *59
: N Just deanstream of US, Hghraay 308 67
Just downsiyeam of Seaboard Coastine Ralroad....] *87
- Lok Pan2soike0u ot ENL10 Shotelng of the Laka 45
- Black Lako. Tha Entre Shorelne of the Lake 59
Cherry Lake The Entro Shoreline of the Lake *59
Lake Miona The Entzo Shorcine of the Lake *59
Lake Okah Al tha Flerida Tumgs ng the Laka o
- L2KO DA eeesememesmreseed THE Enitte Shoreine of the Lake *62
Waps available forinspecﬁon at Sumter County Courthouse, 400 North Florida Avenue, Bushnel, Florida 33213, * -
Georgia Unincorporated Areas of Brooks County (FEMA 6079) \With! heo River, Just vpstream of US, Hghway 84, 221 and Sa_e *114
' Highway 38.
Littla River, Just ¢ 1m of Sta'a Hghway 84 128
. ) Okapico Croek Just vpsieam of US. Hghways 84, 221 and Stale *109
. . Highway 33,
Just upstream of Horth Highland Street. "114
Just upstream of Seuthermn Ralway 117
Maps avatlable for inspecbon at Brooks County Courthouse, Screven Street, Quitman, Georga 31643,
ldaho Clark Fork (City) Bonner Counl'y. FEMA-6074 Ughtring Crock I o0 of Bulngton Northem Ralread and chan- *2086
el
Intereceton of Stato Hghway 200 and chamel o] *2101
- . Clark Fork Intereecton of Mosquio Creek and Sta'e Highway 200 2077
.- - MOSTLIO GO0 Int0150CE 0N Of 33t0N COrPOralo Ermits and channed *2081
Maps available for inspection at City Hall, 3rd & Main, Clark Fork, 1daho. R .
lifinois. (V) Makanda Jackson County {Docket No, FEMA-6074) ......] Drury Creek About 1.0 mZa downatream of County Road 29, { *434
: . Atout 048 mlo upsveam of inois Central Gulf 443
R Ra¥rcad.
Maps available for inspection at the Village Clerk’s Home, Makanda, llinois.
iifinpis (C) Oregon Ogle County (Docket No. FEMA-6074) Teidutary No. 1 About 150 feet upstrm;l o! confuence with Lake *703
- B Mstako Dran
} Abent 1120 feot upstream of confuence with Lake *709
Astaye Oran
v [ . A Lake Mistake Drain Just upstream of Burlnglon Northom Ralroad < *703
. v . ! Just upstream of confuence of Tributary Now 1 *703

3
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- . Depth in
- lgel gbovo
Stater City/town/county Source of flooding Location . l'g\mlén
. in foot
(NGVD)
INinols V) W Cook County {Docket No. FEMA-6074)........] Tinley Creek About 200 feet downstream of 163rd) SEEEL iummmmmmmmmsmes *699
About 1400 feet upstream of 88th Aver 701
’ - About 200 feet upstream of 167th SUE0t s *703
Just downstream of Hobart A ‘708
Just upstream of Hobart A 10
_ M At the upstream cOrporale limils wuwwmmsaissnssissimasd 21
Maps available for Inspection at the Village Hall, 16801 South 94th Street, Tinley Park, illinois.
INGIANA evnersrrrsssnsasnannenes] (UNINC.) Bartholomew County (Docket No, FEMA=6074).....c..| FIAIOCK RVEF wcmrmcsomemmmssossarssessmmnnes] AbOUL 600 feot UP of Conrall ‘620
’ . ‘ -About 700 feet upstream of U.S. Highway M ] *630
Just upstream of 400 North ROad..smsssisenn] ‘637
About 600 fect upstream of 550 Neorth Road.... asas] *649
- Just downstream of 800 North Road..... *660
, . At north central county BOUNGANY musressssssssssscssssasssssosseson| 077
East Fork White River At southeastern county bOUNIRNS wuwmssssssssassisassnn| 4684
~ About 0.2 mile upstream of 800 South Road .| *593
About 0.1 mile dc of I of Clifty *600
‘ Creek,
At confluence of Flatrock River and Driftwood River..... ‘623
Driftwood River secsssssnianansaes] ADQUY 0.2 mile Upstream of Lowell ROd.u.iueismcsssssnisan 635
Just downstream of Tannehill R0ad w.imssssssmssisson ‘647
- About 0.85 mile upstream of Héndricks Ford Road ) ‘658
Haw Creek. Just up of 175 East Road. “ *643
- . ‘ About 2.0 miles upstroam of 175 East R0ad o] *650
. ~ | Just upstream of 600 East Road ‘602
Abcut 0.8 mile upstream of 600 East ROad wuaaims *690
Just downstream of conflusnce of Little Haw Creok. ‘697
. Littfe Haw CreeK....ummemossesmmssssnnenss| Mouth at Haw Creek 697
i About 200 feet upstream of 775 East Road.wmusus) 4702
About 200 feet downstream of 690 North Roaduumuei] 719
About 100 feet dovwnstream of 900 East Road.wuwsms 4734
Clifty Creek Mouth at East Fork Whila RIVEr wmmassmssmsissmmsnn ‘606
. Just upstream of Gladstone AVENUG.uwwuewusmsissasmin ‘610
About 0.25 mile upstream of State Highway 7. 4620
* About 400 feet upstream lrom coniluence of Sloan ‘634
Branch.
About 0.1 mile downstream of 500 East Road s ‘642
. Denios Creek Mouth at East Fork White Biver . *604
- - About 0.2 mile upstream of Conrml o ‘612
b About 300 feet up of ! 65 625
. Confluence of Denlos Creek THbUaNY sesmsssensssmsssssanss ‘633
Denios Creek THbUlary e Al cOnfilience of Denios, Creek. ‘633
. About 700 feet upstream of 150 South Road..mw.«...... 637
Just downstream of Mile House Road. ) 645
Op Creek. Mouth at East Fork White RIVEr i ssessnaaens 610
. ' About 0.55 mile downst of U, Alternal High- 612
way 31.
. Just dovinstream of 150 Wost ROad lawsmssssissssssassas 616
. Just upstream of 200 South R0ad w.usmssaessasassssssias] ‘618
Just up of Ir tate 65 *629
. About 100 feet downsiream of 300 West Road ] ‘636
- Just downstream of 110 SoUth R0ad wususesssssssssssassss ‘639
B East Fork White CreeK -] AbSut 800 feet downstream of 600 South Road | ‘606
. N About 400 fest upstream of 550 South Road s ‘615
Just downstream of 500 West R0ad ... ‘622
. : About 0.7 mile upstream of State Highway 58 .| 637
East Fork White Creek Tributary | About 0.15 mile downstream of 600 South R0ad..uwee] ‘608
No. 1.
t ‘ Just upstream of 400 West ROAH s %612
! . About 0.8 mile upstream of 400 West Road .. ‘622
R Ea:'t Fork White Creek Tributary | Mouth at East Fork Whitd CreeKuuemmemsmessmsssesscses ‘612
0. 2.
About 120 feet downsiream 0f 450 South Road s ‘627
“ About 200 {eet upstream of 400 Sauth Roat cmeusmes ‘634
About 200 feet downstream of £§50 West Road ‘640
WOIF CrEEK comesrmemasscsemmmresesnnssnasnnenesse] ABOUL.0.45 mile upstream of 325 West Road o ‘627
About 1.2 mifes upstream of 500 West Road .. ‘645
Luthetran Lake Trbulary .. Mouth at South Fork While Creek s *603
. About 0.16 mile upstream of Waymansville Road ., 608
Catt Creek Mouth at Driftwood River *630
- About 0.9 mxle upstream ol 325 Wcsl Road.......‘............“ ‘631
Just d of up 0 North ‘638
- Road.
: | About 0.1 mile downsuenm of Camp At(erbury Mditary ‘640
Reservation eastern boundary.
ENSIBY DItCh sucssssscssasssrmrsassnnnineeenn] MoOUth at Flatrock River 664
About 260 feet upstream of 950 North Boaduuummes] 075
About 0.5 mile upstream of 950 North Road .uuuimmssas ‘604
- Big Slough - Mouth at Flatrock River *6a7
N Just upstream of 450 NOIth R0aU.usmsssmsssernssans ‘644
About 211 feet upstream of upsiream 550 Nosth Road., ‘649
About 0.53 mile upstream of 650 North Road pr— ‘655
Big Slough Trbulary..easesssmeses] Mouth at Big Slough. ' *g52
About 850 feat upsb'eam of 650 North R0Oad.cmmmsesd] ‘656




~

P.aps available for inspection at the City Hall, 109 1st Avenue, N.\W., Aitkin, #innesota.

Abott 2400 feot upstcam of Minnesota Avenue
South, ’
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’ . # n
‘ feentemabove
State City/town/county Source of fioodng tocaton . >
P » . in faet
(NGVD)
. About 200 feet upsiream of 100 West Road ] 639
N . Just dawnstream of S0 West Road— ... *661
. South Fork VWh!s Crotk.mmmme.] About 2.1 mles downstrean of confuence of Luth- . "586
. eran Lako Tributasy,
About 045 mla up of Lake Road *603
/ North Ogivitia Tributazy | Mouth at East Ferk White Creek Trdutary NO. 2 e *g28
Just downstream of Sta'e Hghway 53 *633
= . Abcut 022 mle Lpatream of State hfgrmay 58 %41
) Rirport Tribustary Mouth at Denlos Creek . 605
A Just vpstream of 450 South Road (downstream cross- *610
in3).
B About 160 feeot downsream of 100 West Road o] *614
Just tpstream of 450 Scuth Road (upstream ¢rossing). *618
. Just doanstream of 175 West Road 1 *e28
Maps-available for inspection at the City Hall, 5th and Franklin, Columbus, Indiana,
indiana (T) Cedar Lske, Lake County (Docket No. FEMA-6074).,..| Cedar Creex Lako Da'oearta fnfet. 688
. - - Just upstream of West 144th Avenue *690
. Outiet of Cedar Lako 635
" Maps avalable for inspection at the Planning Commission Office, 7808 W. 138th Piace, Cedar Lako, Indana.
Kentucky City of Raceland, Greenup County (FEMA 6079) - Ol'uon%mr ()Badmncf Floodng on | Just upst Ralread A 544
! Pond Run. Just upstream of Dow A
. “saa
R R - * X Just vpsiream of Hiiew A *565
Maps available for inspection at City Hall, Chinn Street, Raceland, Kentucky 41169,
Louisiana "Village of Flerien, Sabine Parish (FEMA 6075) - 1Kl Croek Just & m of State Highway 474 (Podt Arthur 243
T Avenua).
. . Just downstream of Kansas City Southem Ralroad . *245
U 4 Tributary Approximately 200 fee! downsteam of US Highway *236
m.
Just upstream of US Hghway 171 *237
Maps avaliable for inspection at Village Hall, Highway 474, Florien, Louisiana 71429,
Maina’ Baring Plantation, Washington County (Docket No. FEMA=- | St. Croix Rivey. D cam Corperate Uimits . *78
6053). ' Just upstream of Maine Centra) Rallroad. °87
. - Upstream Corporals Limits, . *93
Maps available for-inspection at the residence of the First Assessor, Ms. Bertha Johnson, Route 1, Baring Plantation, Ma'ne. o ¢
‘Massachusetts. <] Southbridge, Town, Worcester County (Docket No. FEMA- Quinebaug River, Approdmately 04 mie downstream of downstream ; *386
- T 6074). Corpora‘e Limita, ‘
- . Confiuence of Leb: Brook *394
Upstream of Sandersda’e Dam. *408
. Confivence of Cady Brock 422
Downstream ol Harringlon Company Dame e *370
. Upsrcam Corporala Limits *512
s NeKinstry Brook Confuence with Quinebaug River *480
Downstream ol Pl t Srreet. *486
“ Approximalely 0.5 mile upstream of Pleasant Street| *506
Led Brook Confisence with Quinebaug River ‘ °394
- Upstream of Ashiand Sveet 408
. Upstream ol State Route 163, *502
M Approdmately 1.0 mile upstream of Sta'a Routa 169..... *540
- Approxmately 1.3 mies upstream of Stals Routs 169. *551
- » Cady Brook Confuence with Quinebaug River. v422
° Se s Upstrean of Vinlon Sireet. *465
Corporate Limits. *492
Coh Brook Contl with Quincbaug River. *419
Upstream of Lebanon Hill Road 475
- Upstream of Eastiord Road (second ¢rossing) ceeee. *552
. Appror’mately 1.0 mle upstream of Eastlord Road *579
{second crossing).
- Approdmalicly 1.2 mles upstream of Eastord Road *636
. . (scoond crossing)
"Maps available for inspecbon at the Town Hall, 41 Elm Street, Southbridge, Massachuselts.
Michs (V) Aug Kal %0 County (Docket No. FEMA-6074)..] Kalamazoo River | About 1.0 me downstream of Consdit 753
B B About 1.1 mi’es upstream of Fu'lon Street *795
. Augusta Creck At mouthe.. *794
About 2,170 [eet upstream of Washinglon Streete . d *go5
. Maps avaflable for inspection at the Village Hall, 109 West Clinlon Street, Augusta, Michigan.
Msdﬁgan_._;__._l (Twp) Ross, Kalamazoo County (Docket No. FEMA—GOH)_' Kalamazoo River About 1,800 feet downsiredn of Cmm__::::l 798
. . Abtout 1.1 m7es upstream of Fullon Street 795
Maps available for inspection at the Township Hall, P.O. Box 475, Augusta, Michigan, .
Minnesota, (C) Aitkin, Aitkin County (Docket No. FEMA-6074) iSSP AV e} Floodng within corporato Emits *1203
‘Ripp'a Rives Just upstream of S 3 Sureot *1203
*1204

.



50794  Federal Register / Vol. 46, No. 199 / Thursday, October 15, 1981 / Rules and Regulations

FINAL BAse (100-YEAR) FLOOD ELEVATIONS—Continued

“stream of conffuence of Pmkanons Run.

- Depth in
{ . (zel gbovo
State , City/town/county Source of flooding Lofalion 'E:I'gy:llén
In oot
(NGVD)
Minnesotau s (Uninc.) Aitkin County (Docket No. FEMA~6074) ....ccuscmrmsenes Mississippi River Downst county boundary : ‘ *1201
’ . About 6.4 miles upstream of conffuence of Sissabaga- *1203
4 *  mah Creek.
e About 4.1 miles downstream of U.S. Highway 169 #1200
N At confluence of Wllow RIVET.mmssmmssssissasmmissssd ‘1212
About 850 fest downstrearm of Soo Line Railroad, *1214
, About 5.0 miles upstream of Soo Line Railroad .. *1210
. Center of Section 6, Township 51 North, Rang *1234
“ West.
- About 55 miles upstream of center of Section 6, *1238
. Townsh:p 51 North, Raiige 23 West.
Ripple River. Mouth at Mississippi River. *1203
— About 3,500 foet uy pst of mouth *1203
. Sissabagamah Creek At conft with MissisSIppt RIVEl wusmesssmsmsasssssssssasssad *1203
Just dovmstream of U.S. Highway 169...ueusssmisssssusiss #1203
~ Big Sandy Lake Shorelina 1224
N Sandy River Lake Shoreline - 1224
. Flowage Lake. Shoreli *1224
. . . 1 Aitkin Lake. Shoreline 1224
Maps avallable for inspection at the Aitkin County Courth Aitkin, Mi ta
. MinNESs0t3 s (C}) Hokah, Houston County (Docket No. FEMA-6074)..c..cceen ROOL RIVEF coscecmsessencsssarmnsssscssssssncens| ADOUL 500 fe0t downstream of State Highway 168 .. ‘649
) About 1.0 mile upsiream of State Highway 16. | ‘654
Thompson Creek Just dc am of Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul and | ‘650
Pacific Railroad.
Just upstream of Chicago, Mitwaukee, St Paul and *65)
Pacific Railroad.
Just de of dam . *650
Just up! of dam 670
N | About 1.0 mile upstream of County Highway 18...uuul Al )
Maps available for inspection at the City Hall, 56 Main Street, Hokah, Minnesota.
MOntana..ssesssssss eeens| BOZEManN (City), Gallatin County, FEMA-6033 B Creek : 75 feet up from center of 1co Pond Road..u] *4052
i . East Gallatin River I ion of River and centsr of Bridger Drive (Stato *4710
Highway 293).
50 feet upstream from center of Story Hill RO *4851
Bridger Creek. 75 foot ups from contor of Story Milt Road wiwca 44720
-1 Mill Ditch Diversion ion of dilch and center of East Main Streot..... *4803
aginsCreek . n of creek and center of Hotlman Diive .. “4092
= B West Fork of Figgins Creek..,.,.......... 100 1eei upslream from center of Kagy Boulovard .. *4900
. Spring Creek At I viith B¢ Creek...... 4009
° Golf Coursa Imigation Ditch At up: limit 0f deliilod SIUAY wummemmmossmesnsssssssssssal *4935
Maps available for inspection at City Hall, P.O. Box 640, Bozeman, Montana.
" O1EHON susrseosasssmsssesssaasosss | Forest Grove (City), Washington County, FEMA-6080..........| Tualatin River. Area along Fern Hill Road, from approximately 600 *150
. . b feat south of the intersection of Fern Hill Road and
Southern Pacific Railioad to the extreme southern
corporate fimits.
Gales Creek 1 ction of Ash Streat and 13th AVONUB weeswessins *169
Council Creek. . ‘Limit of detailed study area, wost of State Highway 47.., *160
Tualatin River Side Chahnel Area within the ext southwest to limits, *157
just west of Buchanan Road, and approximatoly
. 1400 feet south of the bend of Buchanan Road and
. ' Mounlain View Lane. v
Maps available for inspection at Administrative Otfices,. 1924 Council Street, Forest Grove, Oregon.
Oregon.......»..................l ‘Willamina (City), Yamhill County, FEMA-GG?Q..........................' WIllaMINa CreeK...uuuecmsssmssecsssassassssnsean | 150 feet upstream from center of South Main S(moi......l ‘224
Maps avallable for inspection at City Recorder's Office, 411 N.E. C Street, Willamina, Oregon.
Pennsylvania. Collier, Township, Allegheny County (Docket No. FEMA- | Chartiers Creek Oc tredm Corporate Limits. ‘716
6027). : . D of Conrail upst of Grant A 770
. Corporale Limits downstream of Chartiers Creek Diver- *790
sion Channel. .
Convail approximately 1,720 feot dowr of Wash- *796
’ ington Avenue.
- Downstream Diversion Channe! Cutoff Culvert s ‘804
Upstream Diversion Channel Cutof! Culvett . o ‘05
— Upstream Corporate Limils in COlBr wumuemmmmessssiasaisd ‘821
~ Chartiers Creek Diversion Channel..| Qutlet to Chartiers Creek ‘792
Steen Road (Upst side). ‘a13
: B Low Flow Diversion Welr:, ‘815
Robinson Run (Lower) Confluenice with Chartiers Creek aumwmsmmuassmssn] an
Upslream lnxarstalo Aoute 79 (Northbound) wusmsssisuesscns °764
i Aoad ‘702
~ Upstxeam Comasl approximately 1,760 feet down- ‘607
stream of confluenca of Scotls Run.
Approximately 160 feot downstroam of Scotts Run ‘019
. Hoad extende&i ‘ .
Natkers Mifl Pmr! ‘g27
. Upstteam Conrail approximately 1,240 fest upstroam *035
. Walkers Mill Road.
" RAobinson Run (Upper) Up: Conrail approdmately 4,800 feel  down. *g62
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FINAL BASE (100-YeAR) FLOOD ELEVATIONS—Continued
#D in
- - leetegg’me
. State - City/town/county Sourco of floxing Location 'gemzah@on
- in feet
(NGVD)
) Confucnca of Pinkertons Run *ges
Q'd Noblestoam Read «  *gI8
. Campbells Run Upstream Int '0 79 cuvert 817
— Upstream Robincon Toamship \Waler Poﬁmm Control *834
- Plant Drive.
- Doms:rm Corparala Lirits n Robinson Toumshp.... *503
psiream Corperate Lintts in Rob’nson Toamship e *916
. prwr.a.ci‘/ 839 feet upstream of vpstream Corpo- *925
- —~ rato Limits in Robinson Township,
. ~ . - Approxdmately 1,400 feet upstream of tpstream Cox- 840
porato Limits in Rebinson Township,
. . - Downstream culvert approdmately 2,760 feet down- *g55
1 . : sircam of Corperaterii®s,
- = . Upstream cutvert spproxdmaloly 2760 feet downe *973
4 stroam of Corporale Linits.
- Upstezm alvent approxtmataly 840 feot downstream *g81
- * of Cerperals Limite,
.- - Upstream Cerperato Limits. *g88
Maps available for inspection at the Collier Municipal Bullding, 81 Nob! Road, Camogle, Pennsylvania. .
Pennsylvania Exeter, Township, Berks County (Docket No. FE!.Q\-GOS:!)...' Schuylkil River. B Corporato Limits. 164
: - Ceonrad (Up ) = - *168
T - Confuencs 0 AnZam Cre0K e eeecersssoconnn} *173
Gbr.v..sr Rsad (Ups ) *175
1 C o Limis. 181
- Antielam Creek. Ccﬁnmm ith Schuﬁil Kvor *173
- U.S. Reuts 422 (D *153
Sixth feotbridge (Upstroam) 210
. Confuenze of Twa:y 1 17
Faidane Road (Upsiream) 225
. Conlfuence with Tributary 2. 236
St -Em‘.nr Corpora'e Limits..—] *260
- St Lawrenco-Exster upstream Corporale LMt *32t
Butter Lane Road (Ups ) *332
v Heideberg Avonve (Up ) *368
. . Upstream . *385
i > Trout Run Cor with River. 77
Pa'nted Sky Road (Ups )] *186
Birch Ditro (Upst 192
Approxiralely 50 u;:zzrm of 2nd Neversink Road *197
Trbutary 1 Cwm-:mo with A:\zﬂowm Croek ‘2;
VMG\ .
° y 2770 upstream of Dam *245
Approdmately 4,520 vpstream of Dam *267
- Tributary 2 Confuenco with Antetam Croek 236
- She Road (& froam). *246
Privals Drive (Downstroam) *272
Schoffers Road (D ) *206
Oloy Tumsks (o ) *350
Tributary 3 Confucncn with Schuylidl River. 17
Approxdimatoly 1,350 tpsh of Uncoin Road ] *188
Approdémately 2,250 ups:mm of Lincoin A0adcmuennd 215
Maps available for inspection at the Exeter Township Municipal Build'ng, Reading, PennSjivants, .
Pennsylvania Francoria, Township Montgomery County (Docket No. | East Branch Peridomen CreeX et D ream Corporato Lims *219
FEMA-6033). Dam (upstroam $d0) kocalod Wmdnme!y 2200 fect 224
P upstrean frem corporale limits.
1 ' Frotz Road bridge (upst sida). 234
. Road beidge ( side) 243
Alentown Road bridge (upstream sk 257
Cam (vzsiream side) locatad appeoxXmately 4,700 feet 2€8
upstream from AZenfown
Upstrean corporats [imits and County Uine Road 276
. tridga (downsyeam sida).
Skippack Crock Downstcam o [rits, 226
. Wam '}y 2400 foat upstream from Schaclhouse 236
o
Alzntown Road bridge (upatreamedo)_ © 253
e Approxdmalely 2850 feat upsteam from Allenlown 263
. Road bridsa,
- . Cowpath Road bridga (upstream sido) 278
- Upsiream corpora’o Lmits. 313
- IncEan Croek Deovmsiream corporalo [mills 225,
- Orchard Lano Read bridga (upsiroam £40) ] 236 €
—_— Leng M1 Road bridge, ( upstream £ido] 247
- Apgk%&mxc ~1,000" downsream from Clemens Road 250
- 2.
Clomons Road bridzo (dewmatroam sida) 255
Maps available for inspection at the Franconia T hip Bulding, Al Road, Fr 3, Pennsylvank N
Texas | Unincorporated Areas of Caldwell County {FEMA 6080).......| San htarcos River. Just upstream of conuonce of Plum Creele e} *334
y Just davmsiieam of Interstala Highway 10 357
- Just upstream ol Southern Pacife Rar0ad ] 380
Just dovmstream of Sta'o Highway 671 *405
Just upstroam of State Hghway 20. *443
Just upsiream of Farm Mlarket Road 1977, *482
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FINAL BASE (100-YEAR) FLOOD ELEVATIONS—Continued

#Depth in
feot above
State City/tovm/county ‘Source of floocing Location . I’gvuanl%n
‘ In foet
‘ - (NGVD)
. U d Tributary to San M; Just up: of State Highway 80 ..ussmssssssusmossiss 558
River. k
+| Shallow Flooding Area Just upst of State HighWay 80.uummmssmmmsmmmmsmarsnd 550
Tenney Creek Just t of Farm Markot Road 3158 4445
Just tpstream of Stato HIGhWay 731 waumemmsesssss ‘440
3 Campbell Creek Just up: of Farm Market Road 3158 4445
¢ Just Up: of a dirt road *459
v . Seals Creek Just up of Old San Marcos Highway wuussmms 74
Just downstream of U.S. Highway 80w 315
Seals Creek Tributary Just up of Old San M Highway 374
West Fork Plum Creek Just upstream of Stato Highway 20..isssssssssssasssssiasel ‘A6
Little West Fork Just d of an d r0ad *404
Big West Fork Just up of an d road *400
Maps available for inspection at County Judge’s Office, County Courthouse, Lockhart, Texas 78644, ’
Texas bmw ..... sesmsssseme] Cily Of Missouri City, Ford Bend and Hanmis Counties | Stafford Run Just upst of Cartwright Road ‘70
(FEMA-6073). . Approxlmatery 1500 feet downstroam of Court Hoad s k4l
Oyster Creek Just.upst, of FM 1092 ‘04
Brazos River. Approximately 300 feat south along the Missourl Pacifs 314
ic Railroad from tho int ion of Seniot Road ond
i . Missouri Pacific Rallroad.
Mustang Bayou. Just d of Turtle Crogk Qrwo....‘m_m.«.um...m *70
Just downstream of Chenry Hills Drive *70
Maps available for inspection at City Hall, 310 Orchard Street, Missouri City, Texas 77459.
Texas w.] City of Uvalde, Uvalde County (FEMA 6080).cwrrssmsssmssmesessss| LEONA River, Just up of East Mesquite Street L oep02
' - Just upstream of Leona Street 000
Just downstream of SIUter SUOot.. s 007
Cooks Slough. Just upstréam of W, Main Street (U.S. Highway 80}uua *901
Just upstream of Fort Clark SUeotummisssisisd 009
Just upstream of Bohme Street extended s, 009
- Just upstream ‘of Benson (FM ngrmay 1052) cesssssnssssstosss 010
‘Taylor Stough. Just d of U.S. high 910
. . . ’ Just up of U.S, Highw L_ﬁ ‘924
Maps available for inspection at City Hall, Intersection of Highways 90 and 83, Uvalde, Texas 78801,
VerMOnt cuumessmmseenened Dnbyiry, Town Washington County (Docket No. FEMA- | Winoosk River... Downstream Cormporate Limits. 341
. 6080). . . .| Bolton Falls Dam {downstream §1d0)wumssusssssmsmanssss *359
Bolton Falls Dam (up. skda) *405
Upst ing of Central Vi Railroad *410
Upst Corporata Limits.... *420
. , _Crossett Brook Conilu With WINoOsKi RIVET susmmmmmsssmatssssetssssssssessin *427
Approximately 2,060' upstream of State Route 100 *445
) (dawnstream crossing).
State Route 100 upst crossing (downst sido).. 4493
. . / Approximatety 199’ upst of Private Drive. %623
Maps avaitable for inspection at the Duxbury Town Clerk's Office, Waterbury, Vermont. '
Washington Port To d (City) Jeff County, FEMA-6073 Port Tc d Bay. Approximately 150 feet south of the intersection of *10
Quincy Street and Water Street.
Intersection of Washington Street and Keame Streot....| #1
'} Strait of Juan de Fuca.. .} Approximately 200 feet north of the Intersection of *10
Kuhn Street and 58th Street,
Admiralty tnlet fy 100 foet east of the Intersection of ]
- "Hudson Street and Cosgrove Stroet,
Maps available for inspection at City Engineer's Office 540 Water Sireet, Port Townsend, Washington. ‘
Washinglon ..o | Roy (Town) Pierce County, FEMA-6080 | Muck Creek | 60 feet up from center of Warren S(molm........‘....l *312

Maps available for inspection at-Town Clerk’s Office, Town Hall, McNaught Street, Roy, Washington.. -

AN

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 ('i'itle XM of Housing and Urban Development Act of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33 FR 17804,
November 28, 1968), as amended; 42 U.S.C. 4001-4128; Executive Order 12127, 44 FR 19367; and delegation of authorily to the Assoclate

Director).
Issued: September 29, 1981.
]ohn E. Dickey,

Acting Associdte Du'ector. State and ,Loca] Programs and Support.

|FR Doc. 81-29708 Filed 10-14-82; 8:45 am}

- BILLING CODE 6718-03-M
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DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND |,
HUMAN SERVICES

- Social Security Administration

45 CFR Part 205

General Administration—Public
Assistance Programs; Federal
Financial Participation in the Cost of a

. Statewide Mechanized Clagims
-Processing and Information Retrieval
. System in the Aid to Families With

Dependent Children Program

- Qorrection

In FR Doc. 81-28339 appearing at page
47784 in the issue for Wednesday, -
September 30, 1981, please make the
following correction: .

On page 47786, in the first column, in
the first paragraph under the heading
“Interim Final Regulations”, in the
fourth line, “5 U.S.C. 533(b)(B)"” should
haveread “5 U.S.C. 553(b}(B)"". ™

BILLING CODE 1505-01-M

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

47CFRPart73
{B(.:. Docket No. 80-429; RM-3514]

FM Broadcast Statiori in Ogallala,
Nebr.; Changes Made in Table of
Assrgnments

AGENCY: Federal Commumcatmns
Commission. :

_ AcTion: Final rale.

SUMMARY: This action substitutes
Channel 293 for.Channel 285 at Ogallala,
Nebraska, and modifies the license of
Station KMCX, Ogallala, to specify
operation on Channel 293. Channel 286
at Ogallala is short-spaced to Channel

. 287 atMcCook. Nebraska. This action

eliminates the short-spacing.

* DATE: Effective: November 16, 1981.,

ADDRESS: Federal Communications
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20554.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Michael A McGregor, Broadcast Bureau.
(202) 632-7792.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

In the matter of amendment of
§ 73.202(b), Table of Assignments, FM

_Broadcast Stations {Ogallala,
. Nebraska), BC Docket No. 80-429, RM~

3514. - . \ 7
Memorandum Opinion and Order -

Adopied: September 4, 1981,
Released: September 15, 1981.

1. By Report and Order, 46 FR 40899,
published August 11, 1981, the

 Commission assigned Channel 286 to

Ogallala, Nebraska, and modified the
license of Station KMCX (Channel 228A)
to specify operation on Channel 286. In
so doing, the Commission inadvertently
overlooked a mileage separation conflict
with the recent assignment of Channel
287 to M¢Cook, Nebraska.? The distance
between the two communitiesis -
approximately 70 miles, while the
required separation between first
adjacent Class C channels is 150 miles.
To correct this short-spaced assignment,
we are now substituting Channel 283 for
Channel 286 at Ogallala and modifying
the licens€ of Station KMCX to specify
operation on Channel 293, instead.
Channel 293 meets all the mileage
separation requirements, This action is
taken on our own motion pursuant to
Section 1.108 of the Commission's Rules
which permits us to reconsider actions
previously taken within 30 days of its
release.

2. Accordingly, it is ordered, that
effective November 16, 1981, the FM
Table of Assignments, § 73.202(b) of the

‘Commission’s rules, is amended as

follows:

cay Channcd tia,

259,233

Ogatiala, Nebr.

3. It is further ordered, pursuant to the
authority contained in Section 316 of the
Communications Act 0f 1934, as
amended, that the license of Station
KMCX, Ogallala, Nebraska, is modified
to specify operation on Channel 293,
subject to the conditions listed in
paragraph 10 of the Report and Order
adopted July 30, 1981.

4, It is further ordered, that the
Secretary of the Commission shall send
by certified mail, return receipt
requested, a copy of this Memorandum
Opinion and Order to Connell
Radiowest, Inc.,

c/o John L. Tierney, Suite 304, 1925 K
Street, NW., Washington, D.C.

5. Authonty for the action taken
herein is contained in Sections 4(i),
5(d)(1), 303 {g) and (r) and 307(b) of the
Communications Act 0f 1934, as
amended, and § 0.281 of the
Commission's rules

6. For further information concerning
this proceeding, contact Michael A.
McGregor, Broadcast Bureau,-(202) 632-
7792,

(Secs. 4, 303, 48 stat., as amended, 1056, 1082
(47 U.S.C. 154, 303)) .

} Channel 287 was assigned to McCook in Docket
No. 80-569, adopted July 21, 1831, and released July
30, 1981,

Federal Communications Commission.
Martin Blumenthal,

Acting Chief, Policy and Rules Division,
Broadcast Bureau.

[FR Doz B1-25243 Filed 10-14-81: B:45 am]

BILLING CODE 6712-01-8

47 CFR Part73

[BC Docket No. 81-284; RM-3696, RM-3822,
RM-3927, RM-3928]

FM Broadcast Station in Christiansted
and Frederiksted, Virgin Islands; .
Changes Made In Table Assignments

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

~ ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: Action taken herein assigns
FM Channels 238 and 262 to
Chrisliansted, Virgin Islands. The .
allocations would provide a second and
third local FM assignment to
Christiansted. This action is taken in
response to separate petitions filed by
John T. Galanses and by Minority
International Enterprises.

pATE: Effective December 4, 1981.

ADDRESS: Federal Communications
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20554.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Nancy V. Joyner, Broadcast Bureau,
(202) 632-7792.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In the
matter of amendment of § 73.202(b),
table of assignments, FM Broadcast
Stations. (Christiansted and
Frederiksted, Virgin Islands), BC Docket
No. 81-284, RM-3696, RM-3822, RM-
3927, RM-3928.

Report and Order—Praceeding
Terminated

Adopted: September 28, 1981.
Released: October 5, 1981

1. Before the Commission is a Notice
of Proposed Rule Making, 46 FR 25662,
published May 8, 1981, proposing the
asssignment of Class B FM Channel 262
to Christiansted, St. Croix, ¥irgin
Islands, as that community’s second
local FM channel, in response to
separate petitions filed by John T.
Galanses (“Galanses™} and by Minority
International Enterprises (*MIE").} The

$In our Notice, we advised that Channel 262 and
263 as proposed by Galanses and MIE, respectively,
could not hoth be assizned to Christiansted due to
minimum distance separation considerations. The
Commisslon's rules require a separation 0f 105 miles
between first adjacent Class B FM channels. Section
73207(a). Since both petitioners were seeking the
new channel as a second FM service to
Christiansted, we proposed assigning only Channel
262, but advised that a staff study indicated the

Continved
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Notice also proposed to reassign
Channel 291 from Christiansted to-
Frederiksted to reflect its actual usage
there, In response to our Notice,

comments and a counterproposal were

filed by Virgin Islands Broadcasting
Corporation,?{*VIBC”), licensee_ of AM
Station WSTX in Christiansted, as well
as by Galanses.? Comments were also

(filed by MIE, and Joseph Bahr (“Bahr"),
licensee of Station WVIS-FM (Channel
291} in Frederiksted, filed an opposition
and supplement thereto, Galanses filed
reply comments.

2, Christiansted (population 3,020),%is
located in the Company quarter

. (population 7,360), of the Island of St. -
Croix (population 31,779), in the United
States Virgin Islands. It is currently
served locally by FM Station WIVI. .
(Channel 268) and full-time AM Station
WSTX. Channel 291 is also assigned to
Christiansted, but is licensed to Station
WVIS at Frederiksted, also located on

‘St. Croix™

3. In his supporting comments and
counterproposal, Galanses reaffirmed

" his intention to apply for and construct
an FM station at Christiansted, if a
channel is assigned. Additionally, he

‘proposes that Channel 236 could also be
assigned so as to avoid a comparative
hearing, inasmuch as another interest

' had been expressed in an assignment to
Christiansted by MIE. He points to the

- dramatic growth of St. Croixand - .

" Christianstéd specifically as justifieation

" for an additional channel. In further
justification of his request, Galanses
states that the Island of St. Croix should-
be considered as the “community”
rather than the individual cities of

-Christiansted and Frederiksted since -
they collectively comprise only 12% of
the island’s population, and have no
governing body. Also, he states that a
Class B FM station would cover the
entire island, due to its size, regardless
of the city to which it is licensed. He
further advises that the “population of
St. Croix has grown to the point where
Commission policy would normally
assume a need for four FM channels.”

4. In its comiments and ’
counterproposal VIBC suggests that we
assign as many channels to.

" Christiansted as there are prospective
applicants, since to do otherwise would
ngcessarily force a comparative hearing

availability of several other channels. We stated
that if cither petitioner wished to pursue a third *
assignment to Christiansted, we would consider
additional assignments at that time,

2public Notice of this petition was also given July
17, 1981, in Report No. 1293 (RM-3927).

*Public Notice of this petition was also given July
17,1981, in Report No. 1299 (RM-3928).

4Population figures are extracted from the 1970
U.S. Census.

among competing applicants and -

thereby possibly deprive residents of the
area from receiving diversified services.
Further, it states that if an uncontested

.channel is assigned, it will apply for

authority to build and operate a station
in Christiansted.

5. MIE, which had previously
petitioned for-the assignment of Channel
263 to Christiansted, filed comments in
response to Galanses' comments and
counterproposal, in which it states that
it has not filed for nor authorized
anyone on its behalf to petition for
another FM channel at Christiansted. ,
Therefore, in response to this assertion,
its petition in RM-3822 will be
dismissed. '

6. In response to Galanses comments

- and counterproposal, Bahr opposes the

request to add any additional channels
to Christiansted other than that initially
requested (Channel 262), as contrary to
established Commission Rules. Further,
in a supplemental opposition, Bahr
opposes the propdsal based on the
economic impact that the proposal t_:gluld

_ have on his Station WVIS-FM in
Frederiksted. He urges that his license

be modified to specify Christiansted ds
the city of license rather than
Frederiksted, and urges that is a new
asgignment is made to St, Croix that it
be made to Frederiksted.

7. In reply comments, Galanses states
that the Bahr opposition should be
re)ected as untimely filed.5 However. he
responded to the opposition and stated
that Bahr did not specifically address
any of the relevant topics of his
proposal, nor cite any rules or precedent
in support of his allegations. Those
comments also challenge MIE's initial
proposal since, Galanses states, MIE did
not make an effort to reaffirm an
interest in prosecuting an application for
a new station on St. Croix.

8. In response to Galanses’
counterproposal requesting that the
Commission consider St. Croix as the
“comimunity”, rather than the individual
cities of Christiansted and Frederiksted,

in an attempt to justify assigning a total |

of four channels, we note that the
Commission, in initially assigning two
channels to Christiansted, was

- convinced that it is a community as that

term is defined in relation to our FM
channel policies. As stated in Naples,
Florida, et al,, 41-RR 2d 1549 (Broadcast
Bureau, 1977} “ * * * the term
community means a specific locality,
with defined boundaries where the
residents share common interests.”

5 Bahr's opposition was filed after the cut-off date
for receipt of comments and those is untimely filed.
However, we will treat it as an informal objection
since no party will be prejudiced and Galanses
responded to the filing,

Also, Galanses' own community data
reveals that the St, Croix Chamber of
Commerce is located in Christiansted,
as well as other community resources
such as a library, post office, police ~
headquarters, a hospital, shopping
centers, churches and recreational
facilities, Thus, we find that

* Christiansted, as a recognizable

community, is also the approprlate
location for additional channel
assignments, particularly in view of the
expressions of interest at that

- community,

9. In addition to the channel proposed
in our Notice (Channel 262), we will
assign one additional channel in
response to the interest expressed by
VIBC.

10. In response to Bahr's commaents, if
he wishes to have the license for Station
WVIS-FM (Channel 291) changed to
specify Christiansted instead of
Frederiksted, he could file an -
applitation to do so. In order to permit
him to do s0, we will not reassign
Channel 291 to Frederiksted from

- Christiansted.

11. As for his request that any new
assignment be made to Frederiksted
rather than to Christiansted, we note

. that no interest has been expressed by
' any party for an assignment to

Frederiksted, and absent a showing of

interest and need, we will not make

such an assignment, ‘
12. As Bahr's concern is actually with

the possible economic impaot which

- potentially competitive assignments

could have on his station, it is noted that
such a matter should be raised at the
application stage where it would be
more feasible to investigate and
consider the merits of various
allegations, rather than in a rule making
proceeding. See, Beaverton, Michigan,
44 RR 2d 55 (1978), At the assignment

. stage of the allocations process, we do

not consider issues unrelated to the
question of a particular community’s
need for additional broadcast service,
See also, Ponce, Puerto Rico, 47 RR 2d
210 (1980}, and Staunton, Virginia, 46 RR
2d 1571 (1980),

13, Christiansted’s population would
normally warrant the assignment of two
FM channels. However, we believe that

/it is appropriate to exceed our general

population guidelines here due to tho
numerous channels presently available
in the area and the stated expressions of
interest. Additionally, since the
preclusion impact would be
insubstantial and a need has been
demonstrated for additional services,
we believe it would be in the public
interest to make the requested
assignments,
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14, In view of the'foregoing and

" pursuant to the authority contained in -
sections 4(i), 5(d)(1), 303(g) and {r) and
307(b) of the Communications Act of
1934, as amended, and § 0.281 of the
Commission's rules; it is ordered, that
effective December 4, 1981, the FM
Table of Assignments, §73.202(b) of the
Commission’s rules, is amended as
follows:

Ll

o R

Christiansted, Virgin Islands J 236, 258,
. - 262,
. 291,

15. It is further ordered, that the
petition of Minority International
Enterprises (RM-3822), proposing the
assignment of a Class B FM channel to
Chmshansted Virgin Islands, i is hereby
dismissed.

16, It is further ordered, that thls
proceeding is terminated.

17. For further information concerning
the above, contact Nancy Joyner, ~
Broadcast Bureau (202} 632-7792.

{Secs. 4, 303, 48 stat.,, as amended, 1066 1082;
(47.U5.C.154,303)) -

Federal Communications Commxssxon. .
° Marlin Blumenthal,

Acting Chief, Policy and Rules Division,
Broadcast Bureau.

{FR Doc. 81-29774 Filed 10-14-81; 8:45 am}

BILLING CODE 6712-01-M

47 CFR Part 97

[PR Docket No. 80-136; RM-2910; RM-2939;
RM-3281; RM-3302; FCC 81-461]

. 'Amateu} Radio Service ldentification
Requirements

AGENCY: Federal Commumcahons
Commission.

AcTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This document requires
amateur radio station identification at
the end of a transmission and every 10
minutes or less during a communication,
and deletes the requirement that
amateur radio stations identify the

station with which they were in contact, -

except in international third party
traffic. Where international third party
traffic is concerned, the rules adopted.
would require that the foreign station's
call sign be given even when teleprinter
communications are involved., This’
action was taken in response to four
. petitions for rulemaking which
requested the Commission to take action
to simplify the amateur radio station
_ identification requirements.

" DATE: Effective October 23,1981, -

ADDRESS: Federal Communications
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20554.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Maurice J. DePont, Private Radio
Bureau, Washington, D.C. 20554, (202)
632-4964, Room 5218,
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

In the matter of amendment of
§ 97.84(a) of the Amateur Radio Service,
rules, PR Docket No. 80-136, RM-2810, ~
RM-2939, RM-3281, RM-3302.

Report and Order—Proceeding
Terminated

Adopted: October 1, 1981,
Released: October 7, 1981.

1, On March 31,1880, the Commission
adopted a Notice of Proposed Rule
Making in this proceeding which was
published in the Federal Register on
April 15, 1980 (45 FR 25418). The
proposal was to delete the requirement
that amateur radio stations identify the
station with which they were in contact.
Transmissions involving international
third party communications were not
included within the scope of the

proposed rule amendment. At the end of

an exchange of third party
communications with an amateur
station located in a foreign country, an
amateur radio station must give the call
sign of the station with which
communications were exchanged. In
addition, where international third parly
traffic is concerned, the proposed rule
amendment would require that the
foreign station’s call sign be given even
when teleprinter communications are
involved. Heretofore, teleprinter
communications have been excluded
from the requirement to give the other
station's call sign. The dates for the
filing of comments and reply comments
in this proceeding were July 16, 1980 and
August 15, 1980, respectively.

2. The Commission received
approximately forty comments in this
proceeding. Of these, only seven
comments were opposed. Additional
support was received from more than
250 persons who signed petitions fully
supporting the proposed rule
amendment, but who did not discuss its
merits.

3. Persons who filed supporting
comments said that elimination of the
requirement to give the other station's
call sign would reduce channel
congestion, They believed that the
requirement was redundant and wasted
time on the air. Many of the comments
expressed approval of this rule
simplification, Those in agreement with
the amendment believed that amateur
contest entrants would benelfit from the
relaxation of the identification
requirement since they could make a

greater number of contacts in the same -
amount of time. The comments noted
that because of the rule amendment
there would be increased air time in
times of emergency. Proponents also
said that the Amateur Radio Service

. 'was being given the break that other

radio services already have in not giving
the other station's call sign. Mr. Roy C.
Koeppe, K6XK, of Tulare, California,
also noted:

This (the rule amendment) would
streamline nelwork operation and increase
the efficiency of the networks. Many network
“roll call” periods are awkward in that
recitation of many calls on long lists are
doubled by the requirement to say two calls.

Mr. Wayne K. Irwin, WA1IRRZ, of
Cromwell, Connecticut, summed the"
matter up this way: .

Simplification of the rules to the extent that
you propose by eliminating the need to
identify the station being called would
certainly cut down on the amount of time
required to give station identification
properly.

Our proposal to continue the
requirement for giving the other station’s
call sign, where international third party
communicalions are involved, also met
with favorable response.

4. The few cominents that were
received that opposed the rule
amendment held that there -was nothing
inconvenient about giving the other
station's call sign; that, even in
“contesting” situations, there isnoneed -

- for rule simplification, as & trained -

operator with good timing should be
able to give both calls and still make
about six contacts a minute; and that,
for FCC monitoring purposes, the
requirement should be left “*as is.” The
Birmingham Amateur Radio Club; Inc.,
did not see any need to include
teleprinter communications in those
international third party
communications which would-require
that the other station’s call sign be
given. It felt that this was adding a
requirement where none was in place
before.

5. Mr. Robert Gonsett, WA6QQQ, of
Encinitas, California, wanted our
proposal to go further and cut deeper.
He believed that any exchange of
transmissions lasting less than one
minute should be exempt from the end—
of-transmission identification
requirement, He also suggested that the
requirement to identify every ten
minutes in an ongoing series of
transmissions should be relaxed to
specify a 20-30 minute interval.

6. The American Radio Relay League,
Inc. (ARRL) supporled the proposed rule
amendment, in principle. It said that the
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changes would make the operation more
efficient and convenient, and save air
time for stations engaged in emergency
communications and other forms of high
volume radio traffic. ARRL also said
that sufficient identification
requirements were retained to facilitate
observation by Commission monitoring
personnel and to preserve the effective
self-regulating activities of the amateur
radio operators. ARRL suggested that
there be a single identification at any
point during the communications for
very brief communications; for example,
those lasting less than 30 seconds.

7. We believe that the public interest
will be served by adopting the rule
amendment substantially as proposed.
Relaxation of the requirement to give
the other station’s call sign will be
beneficial to amateur radio station
licensees, and, at the same time, will
contribute to the most efficient use of
those frequencies allocated to the
Amateur Radio Service: Since every
amateur radio station will still be
required to identify its own
transmissions, this rule amendment will
not adversely affect our monitoring -
activities or enforcement program. This
rule will not preclude giving the other
station’s call sign on a voluntary basis if
the amateur radio operator wishes to do
so. Continuing to require U.S. 'amateur
stations engaging in infernational third
party traffic to also give the foreign
station’s call sign will aid our monitors
in determining if the other stationis ina
country which has an agreement with .
the United States for third party traffic.
This should help discourage the
exchange of third party traffic with
countries where there is no agreement in
effect. Including teleprinter
communications within this latter
requirement will, as we pointed outin
the Notice, further strengthen the -
Commission’s enforcement mechanism,
and will not, to any significant degres,
impact the licensee. We reject Mr.
Gonsett's suggestion to lengthen series-
transmission identification to 20 or 30
minute intervals since it would increase
the time our'monitors would have to
listen-to get the identification of a
violating station. :

8. Although we proposed that.each
amateur radio station be required to
give its call sign when it begins or ends
each single transmission 6r exchange of
transmissions, and at least every 10 -
minutes during a transmission, the
‘preponderance of the comments called
for simplification of the identification
requirement to the extent possible. To .
this end, the rule amendment we are
adopting requires identification only at

 the end of the transmissions, and every

10 minutes or less during a
communication. Stations engaging in
communications of brief duration will
benefit from end-of-transmission -
identification only. .

9. Since these amendments relieve a
restriction, they may become effective
before thirty days as required by Section
553(d) of the Administrative Procedure
Act. Accordingly, it is ordered, that
effective October 23, 1981, Part 97 of the
Commission’s rules is amended as
shown in the attached Appendix,

. pursuant to the authority contained in-
-Sections 4(i) and 303(r) of the
Communications Act of 1934, as
amended. It is further ordered, that this
Jproceeding is terminated and the docket

" is closed. Information in this matter may
be obtained from Maurice J. DePont,

" Personal Radio Branch, at (202) 632~

4964. ] A
(Secs. 4, 303, 307, 48 Stat., as amended, 1068,
1082,.1083 (47 U.S.C. 154, 303, 307))

Federal Communications Commission. *
William J. Tricarico.

Secretary.

Appendix

PART 97—AMATEUR RADIO SERVICE

Part 97 of the Commission’s rules is
amerided as follows: o

In § 97.84, paragraph (a) is revised
and paragraph (h} is added to read as
follows:

§97.84 Station identification.

{a) Each amateur radio station shall
give its call sign at the end of each
communication, and every ten minutes

or less during a communication.
»* x ® * *

{h) At the end of an exchange of third
party communications with a station
located in a foreign country, each
amateur radio station shall also give the
call sign of the station with which third
party communications were exchanged. .
{FR Doc. 81-29854 Filed 10-14-81; 8:45 am] T
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M

mes—

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Research and Special Programs
Administration Materials
Transportation Bureau

49 CFR Parts 172
[Docket No. HM-126A; Amdt. Nos. 172-71]

" Identification Numbers Requlrement;
Extension of Compliance Date

AGENCY: Materials Transportation
Bureau {(MTB), Research and Special
Programs Administration, DOT.

ACTION: Final rule,

SUMMARY: Section 172.336(c)(8) of the
Department’s Hazardous Materials
Regulation specifies that identification
numbers are not required on orange
panels or placards displayed on .
portable tanks, cargo tanks and tank
cars containing hazardous materials *
prior to November 1, 1981, A pelition
has been received from the National Oil
Jobbers Council (NO]C) requesting that
an additional 60 days be provided for
compliance with the rule. Also, MTB
recently learned that it is likely that all
orders for these materials, which are
necessary for compliance, may not be
filled by November 1, 1981. The MTB is
changing that date to January 1, 1982,

EFFECTIVE DATE: October 13, 1961,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT!
Lee E. Metcalfe, Regulations ‘
Development Branch, Standards
Division, Materials Transportation
Bureau, Department of Transportation,
Washington, D.C. 20590. (202-426-2075).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Final
regulations issued on May 22, 1980 (45
FR 34560}, and amended on November
10, 1981 at 45 FR 74840, require the
display of identification numbers (with
certain exceptions) on orange panels or
placards displayed on portable tanks,
cargo tanks and tank cars containing
hazardous materials beginning
November 1, 1981. A petition has been
received from the National Oil Jobbers
Council (NOJC) requésting that an
additional 60 days be provided for
‘ompliance with the rule.-

The NOJC is a federation of 46 State
and regional trade associations
representing independent small
petroleum marketers. According to data
provided by NOJC, its members market
approximately 50 percent of the gasoline
and 90 percent of the home heating oils
consumed in the United States.

In its petition, NOJC states that
additional time is needed before
compliance becomes mandatory {o
eliminate confusion that exists regarding”
rules published in Docket HM-126A and
their application to the petroleum
marketing industry. NOJC supports its
request by documenting an apparently
widely accepted misunderstanding of
the rules, and by reference to recent
requests it has submitied to DOT for
clarification,

In addition, while attempting to
monitor the availability of placards and

- panels from various suppliers, MTB

recently learned that it is likely that all
orders for these materials, which are
necessary for compliance, may not be
filled by November 1, 1981. This supply
problem seems to be associated with the
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fact that certain shippers have waited
more. than fifteen months to place their
orders for placards and panels.
In order to assure that there are
- adequate stocks of placards and panels
_ necessary to comply with the rule, and
because MTB believes the NOJC -
petition has merit, an extension of two
months is being provided.

*  PART 172—HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

~ _TABLES AND HAZARDOUS - -
'MATERIALS COMMUNICATIONS
REGULATIONS

§172.336 [Amended]

.In consideration of the foregomg. in -
paragraph {c){8) to § 172.336,"“November | ] .
1, 1981" is revised to read “January 1, -
-7 19827 |
- {49 U:S.C. 1803, 1804, 1808; 49 CFR 1.53, App.
,  AtoPart1and paragraph (a)(4) of App. A to
~ Part 106}

‘Note —fhe Materials Transportation
Bureau has- determmed that this document
will not result in a “major rule” under terms
of Execittive Order 12291 and DOT g
unplementmg procedures (44 FR 111034}, :
require modification of the regulatory
evaluation associated with this docket, nor
require an enviromental impact statement
under the National Environmental Policy Act
(49 U.S.C. 4321 et. seq.)

Issued mWashm°ton. DC, on Oclober ‘13. .

- 1981, - - S
"L.D. Santman, ’ :
Dzrector, Matenals Tmnsporlat:on Bureau,

- [FR Doc. §1-29954 Filed 10-14-81: 6:45 am} . cer

~ BILLING CODE 4910-60-M - . ‘ .

ve
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Proposed Rules

Federal Register
Vol. 46, No. 199

Thursday, October 15,- 1981

pe

This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER
contains notices to the public of the
proposed issuance of rules and
regulations. The purpose of these notices
is to give interested persons an
opportunity to participate in the rule
making prior to the adoption of the final
rules.

DEPABTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Federal Grain Inspection Service

7 CFR Part 68
Revision to the Standards for Whole
Dry Peas and Standards for Lentils

AGENCY: Federal Grain Inspection
Service,! USDA.

ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: In compliance with the
requirements for the periodic review-of
existing regulations, the Federal Grain
Inspection Service (FGIS) has reviewed
and is proposing changes to the U.S.
Standards for Whole Dry Peas and the
U.S. Standards for Lentils. In order to
facilitate the marketing of dry peas and
lentils, FGIS proposes to increase the
grade limits for cracked seedcoats 1.5
percent in each grade for the U.S.
Standards for Whole Dry Peas and to\
add a Sample grade limit of 15.0 percent
for skinned lentils to the U.S. Standards
for Lentils.
‘DATE: Written comments must be
submitted on or before November 16,
1981.

ADDRESS: Comments should be

" submitted in writing, in duplicate, to
Lewis Labakken, Jr., Director, Issuance
and Coordination Staff, USDA, FGIS,
Room 1127, Auditor's Building, 1400
Independence Avenue, SW,
Washington, DC 20250, telephone (202}
447-3910. All comments received will be
made available for public inspection at
the above address during regular
business hours {7 CFR 1.27(b))."

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Lewis Lebakken, Jr., telephone 202-447~
3910.

" 1Authority to exercise the functions of the
Secretary of Agriculture contained in the
Agricultural Marketing Act of 1946 as amended (7
U.S.C.1621-1627) concerning inspection and
standardization activities related to grain and
similar commodities and products thereof, has been
delegated to the Administrator, Federal Grain
Inspechon Service (7 U.S.C. 75a; 7 CFR 681.2{e)).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The U.S.
Standards for Whole Dry Peas and the
U.8. Standards for Lentils were
established under the authority of the
Agricultural Marketing Act of 1946, as
amended (7 U.S.C. 1621 ef seq.). This
proposed action has been issued in

.conformance with Executive Order

12291 and Secretary’s memorandum
1512-1. The action has been determined
to be nonmajor because the changes are
proposed to facilitate the marketing of
these commodities by making the
standards consistent with current
handling practices and enabling U.S,
produced peas and lentils to compete
more effectively in world markets. The
impact of this action is expected to have

less than a $100 million annual effect on

the economy, arid is not expected to
impose any major increase in costs or
prices. Kenneth A, Gilles, FGIS

Administration, has determined that this-

proposed action will not have a
significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities as
defined in the Regulatory Flexibilty Act
{Pub. L. 96-354, 5 U.S.C. 601 et seq.)
because the action poses no additional
duties or obligations to'producers,
handlers or exports of whole dry peas

* and lentils and any impact resulting .

from the proposed changes is expected
to be minor.

A comment period of 30 days is
specified in thig proposed rule in order
that the amended standards may be
made effective as close to the 1981-82
marketing year as possible beginning
September, 1981. -

The periodic review of the U.S.
Standards for Whole Dry Peas and
Lentils included a determination of the
continued need for the standards; a
review of changes in marketing factors
and functions affectmg the standards; a
review of changes in technology and
economic condxhons in the area affected
by the standards; and a determination of
the potential for improving the
standards and their application through
the incorporation of grading factors or.
tests which better indicate end use
quality. The objective was to assure that
the standards continue to serve the
needs of the market to the greatest
possible-extent. FGIS will continue to
study and evaluate the standards to

‘meet-the future needs of the industry.

On March 11 and 12, 1981, during the

annual meeting of the American Dry Pea '

and Lentil Association (ADPLA),

-

bY
possible revisions of the U.S. Standards
for Whole Dry Peas and the U.S.
Standards for Lentils were discussed by
FGIS with growers, procesgors, dealers
and exporters of dry peas and lentils,
The ADPLA recommended that the
grade limitations for cracked seedcoats
shown in § 68.406 of the U.S, Standards
for Whole Dry Peas be raised 1.5 percent
in each grade. The present limits are:

. U.S. No. 1, 3.5 percent; U.S, No. 2, 5.5

percent; and U.S. No. 3, 7.5 percent, Tho
proposed limits would be: U.S. No. 1, 5.0
percent, U.S. No. 2, 7.0 percent; and U.S,
No. 3, 9.0 percent.

Cracked seedcoats are a grade
limiting factor, particularly in yellow
peas. Cracked seedcoats are generally
not a quality problem in newly
harvested peas. During bulk handling of
peas by high speed equipment, and
processing, storage, and trangportation,
the percentage of cracked seedcoats
increases. Cracked seedcoats further
increase with longer periods of storage
as the peas become drier.

Smooth yellow dry pea variety have a
thin seedcoat which is brittle and,
therefore, more susceptible to cracking.
The grade limits for cracked seedcoats
appear to have hindered yellow pea -
export sales. Handlers and exporters of
whole dry yellow peas have declined to
have pea lots officially inspected
because the tolerance for cracked )
seedcoals is viewed by them as being

. too stricl.

1t has been concluded that a 1.5
percent increase in grade limits for .
cracked seedcoats will not have a
detrimental effect on the end use quality
of peas for canning. The visual quality of
the canned product should not be
appreciably changed, and the food value
of the processed product will not be
affected.

Increasing the cracked seedcoat limits
by 1.5 percent in each grade in the U.S.
Standards for Whole Dry Poas is
proposed to facilitate the markeling of
dry peas, and to reflect current

- conditions of handling, storing, and

transporting whole dry peas.
The ADPLA also recommended that

. Sample grade requirements be set for

skinned lentils in the U.S. Standards for
Lentils. The ADPLA suggested that

- lentils containing more than 15.0 porcent

skinned lentils should be designated
U.S.:8ample grade.

Skinned lentils are currently defined
in the U.S. Standards under § 68.601(1)
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[7 CFR 68.601(1)]. However, limits for =~ PART 68—REGULATIONS AND 1.1t is proposed to revise 7 CFR €3.406
skinned lentils are not specified inthe . STANDARDS FOR INSPECTION AND to read as follows:
U.S. Standards. Applicants may request =~ CERTIFICATION OF CERTAIN ‘
‘that the percentage of skinned lentils be . AGRICULTURAL COMMODITIESAND  Subpart F:-U.S. Standards for Whole
determined and the results would be PRODUCTS THEREOF Dry Peas ®
shown in “remarks” section of the grade The proposed amendments are as
certificate. - ‘ follows: : -
Skinned lentils are generally not a Grades, Grade Requirements, and Grade Designations

Is]{l?;;f;; ﬁ;?&iﬁig‘;ﬁgﬁ;ﬁum a §68.406 Grades and grade requirements for dockage-free dry peas. (See also § 68.408.)

. percentage of skinned lentils depending Mt s of—
on the moisture content, variety and the FIT—
handling of thelot. ~ | — - Foreign | Mnimum
Under the present standards, a e Weard- | Het  pam. ! s | St wih Rl Wl
shipmerit of lentils containing a aged | cged oA o L oo pess S | omd ] cenn | ool
substantial percentage of skinned lentils o | b g,; (poreend) | (poreent) | g g“g) ?ggﬁs R
may grade U.S. No. 1 Lentils. When this. con) | ecn) cent)
shipment is received by the buyer, a US No. 14 03 02 10 s is 05 20 o ‘01
complaint may arise that the quality of  ysino2+Z] .08 05| 15 08 so] 10| 40| 79| c2jcoca
the shipment is not comparable to other ~ US.No.3¢... 15 1.0 20 15 50 15 89 90 05k Peer.
U.S. No. 1 Lentil . U.S.Samp.agmde-u,S.SmagrmaMbedqp::swﬁd:
0.1 Lenhis. {a) Do not meet the requiremenls for the gredes U.S. Mos. 1,2, or Sror
The addition of a'Sample grade limit ' {3 Sontaln mota) rogmeria, bXoken G5, Of & commetcly okjectonatie edon or
of 15.0.percent skinned lentils is {d) Aro matedally weathered, hieatng, of m, tow quatty; of
- proposed to ensure the high quality of {0) Aro Infostod with Ive weawls or other Tva nsests
U.S. drylentils, to minimize complaints * Uniommiy of Stz roqusemonto-—Dry peas of any of h remesia) graZes ok bo of sech size tha ot e tan 30
 due to this factor, and to facilitate the M‘o% pass through th SFRrcprlo Chleng he'd S st vt e
marketing of lentils. -
The 1981 publication of the Code of Pcas ) ' R
- Federal Regulations contained certain ) o
printing errors in the table for the ) ;m%g; e - i
Grades and grade requirements for AD gther peas. Waux %
dockage-free dry peas (7 CFR 68.406). n
e g D do not ncluda woov: heat
- These-printing errors were corrected in :ﬁaémsbgé:;ug% ng}m ty :g w&g"?ﬁ” ”: w::msed peas
the August 14, 1981 Federal Register (46 ®As apptod to d?dmﬁ roe v-#og dry ﬁ'gg the :':mmpgﬁfm term “infosted™ Is set forth in chapler 3 of Inspectien
FR 41020), Previous copies of the Code Handbook HB-1.2.
of Federal Regulations and the booklet . .
of the Unitedgsl’tlates Standards for . 2.1t is proposed to reynse 7 CFR 68.607 to read as follows:
Whole Dry Peas, Split Peas and Lentils ~ Subpart H—U.S. Standards for Lentils *
{effective July 1,1974) are currentand ~ °
.correct.  © Grades, Grade Requirements, and Grade Designations.
Accordingly, it is proposed that the ¥
! rades and grade requirements for dockage-free en ee also § 68.609.
§ 68.406, Grades and grade requirements’ .
for dockage-free peas be amended to ’ paxirm Cmits of—
increase the maximum limits for peas ) Dsfecta lont’s Foreign material M
with Cracked seedcoats by 1.5 percent Grade - oo | Heat o
in each of the numerical grades, U.S. No. Yool | 93Taged | msped | Yol | Stones
teorecnn, | tenrs | {percen) | (perce
1, U.S. No. 2, and U.S. No. 3. | wivceny | perceny ! i
Itis also proposed that the U.S.
Standards for Lentils, § 68.607, Grades oo o & 21 2] 21 o2 e
and grade requirements for dockage-free, us. San;p')o gadcz-‘-nucft ;amo grada w:'ﬂ ?ﬂwﬁgﬂ‘?g—'m -
B Sea? (c) ng a rements foe the gra craee
lenhlg be ax?xen(_led to adda g_rade limit {b} Contzin more than 149 peroont masture, [va woors ar cfher [vo lnseets, meal fagments, broken glass. or
for skinned lentils to the requirements. a commercially objoctonablo odos; of
for Sample grade. The proposed grade {c) Ara matesially weathered, 'W’S-I“': ‘5‘3" ety law Ty o
limit states that samples containing 9 Conlain mara than 150§
" more than 15.0 percent skinned Ienuls
shall be U.S. Sample grade. {Sec. 203(c), (h), Pub. L. 78-733, 60 Stat. 1087 (c). (b}, (7 U.S.C. 1622 (c), (h)})
Further, the proposal, if adopted” =~ ———— . . - .
would make a limited number of minor *Cdmpliance with the provisions of these Dated: Sep tember 23, 1951.
changes to the format of the tables standards does not excuse fatlure to comply with chl}* A. Gilles,
“which A a the provisions of the Federal Food, Drug, and Administrator.
w appedr in § 68.406 and 68.607. Cosmetic Act, or other Federal Laws. - {FR Doc. 81-29642 Fited 10-16:81: 8:45
: Compliance with the provisions of these +81; B:dS axm]

standards does not excuse failure to comply with BILLING CODE 3410-EW-Mt
the provisions of the Federal Food, Drug and .
Cosmetic Act, or other Federal laws.
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Agricultural Marketing Service
7 CFR Part 1093
{Docket No. AO-386]

Milk in the Alabama-West Florida
Marketing Area; Extension of Time for
Filing Exceptions to the
Recommended Decision on Proposed
Marketing Agreement and Order ~

AGENCY: Agricultural Marketing Service,

USDA.

AcTiON: Extension of time for filing
exceptions. _ -

SUMMARY: This action extends the time
for filing exceptions to a recommended

decision concerning the establishment of

a Federal milk order for the proposed
Alabama-West Florida marketing area.
Counsel for Beatrice Foods Company,
which operates four milk plants in
Alabama, requested additonal time to
complete an analysis of the decision.

DATE: Exceptions are now due on or
before October 26, 1981.

ADDRESS: Exceptions. {four copies)
should be filed with the Hearing Clerk,
Roqm 1077, South Building, U.S.
Department of Agriculture, Washington,
D.C. 20250,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Richard A, Glandt, Marketing Specialist,
Dairy Division, Agricultural Marketing
Service, U.S. Department of Agriculture,

Washington, D.C. 20250, (202} 447-5443.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Prior
documents in this proceeding:.-

Notice of hearing: Issued May 20,
1980; published May 23, 1980 (45 FR-
35168). .

Recommended Decision: Issued
September 8, 1981; published September
11, 1981 (46 FR 45542).

Notice is hereby given that the time
for filing exceptions to the above listed
recommended decision is hereby
extended to October 26, 1981.

This notice is issued pursuant to the
provisions of the Agricultural Marketing
Agreement Act of 1937, as amended (7
U.S.C. 601 et seq.), and the applicable
rules of practice and procedure
governing the formulation of marketing

agreements and marketing orders (7 CFR

Part 900). o
Signed at Washington, D.C., on October 9,

1981,

Eddie F. Kimbrell, : -

Acting Deputy Administrator, Markeling

Program Operations.

[FR Doc. 8129860 Filed 10-14-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 3410-02-M

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

10 CFR Part 50
Emergency Pianr_ﬁng and

Preparedness for Production and
Utilization Facilities; Correction

" AGENCY: Nuclear Regulatory

Commission.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking;
correction.

suMMARY: This document corrects a
proposed rule appearing in'the Federal
Register on September 21, 1981 (46 FR
46587), that would extend the date by
which prompt public notification
systems must be operational around all -
nuclear power plants. The action is
necessary to correct a printing error and
resolve an inconsistent reference to a
deadline date; )

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Brian K. Grimes, Director, Division of
Emergency Preparedness, Office of
Inspection and Enforcement, U.S.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Washington, DC 20555 (Telephone: 301~
492-4614).

PART 50~DOMESTIC LICENSING OF

" PRODUCTION AND UTILIZATION

FACILITIES

1. On page 46588, in the second
sentence of the first full paragraph in the
second column, the word “insignificant”
should read “significant.” :

2. On page 46589, in the first line of
the second column, “one year” should
read “seven months,”

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 2d day
of October, 1981. .

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
William }. Dircks,

- Executive Director for Operations.

[FR Doc. 81-29908 Filed 10-14-81; 8:45 am)
BILLING CbDE 7530-01-M

DEPOSITORY-INSTITUTIONS
DEREGULATION COMMITTEE
12 CFR Part 1204 ‘
[Docket No. D-0023] (

Short-Term Time Deposit Instruments

AGENCY: Depository Insfitutions
Deregulation Committee.

ACTION: Proposed rulemaking.

SUMMARY: The Depository Institutions
Deregulation Committee (the
“Committee”} is considering amending

its rules to establish a new shori-term
deposit instrument that would enable
federally insured commercial banks,
mutual savings banks, and savings and

Joan associations to compete more

effectively for short-term funds, The
Committee requests comments on tho
desirability of authorizing a new short-
term deposit instrument and, in
particular, comments on the following
instruments: (1) a $5,000 minimum
denomination transactions account with
no interest rate teiling: (2) a $10,000
minimum denomination 91-day account
with a 14-day required notice for
withdrawal thereafter, and a floating
interest rate tied to the 13-week

- Treasury bill discount rate; and (3) a

$25,000 minimum denoination account
with no interest rate celling and a 1-day
notice requirement, The Committee also
requires comments or ideas on any other
short-term instrument or combination of
instruments which respondents beliove
would be desirable

DATE: Comments must be received by
November 16, 1981,

ADDRESS: Interested parties are invited
to submit written data, views, or
arguments concerning the proposed
rules to Steven L. Skancke, Executive
Secretary, Depository Institutions
Deregulation Committee, Room 1054,
Department of the Treasury, 15th Street
and Pennsylvania Avenue NW,,
Washington, D.C. 20220. All material
submitted should include the Docket
Number D-0023 and will be available
for inspection and copying upon request,
except as provided in § 1202.5 of the
Commiltee's rules regarding Availability
of Information (12 CFR 1202.5).

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
David Ansell, Attorney, Office of the
Comptroller of the Currency (202447~
1880); F. Douglas Birdzell, Counsel,
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation
(202/389-4324); Rebecca Laird, Senlor
Associate General Counsel, Fedoral
Home Loan Bank Board {202/377-0440);
Paul S, Pilecki, Senior Attorney, Board |
of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System (202/452-3261); Randall J. Miller,
Acting Director, Office of Policy
Analysis, National Credit Union
Administration (202/357-1090); or Allan
Schott, Attorney-Adviser, Treasury
Department (202/566-6798).
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Depository Institutions Deregulation Act
of 1980 (Title II of Pub. L. 96-221; 12
U.S.C. 3501 et seq.) (“Act”) was enactad

to provide for the orderly phaseout and

ultimate elimination of the limitations on
the maximum rates of interest and
dividends that may be paid on deposit
accounts by depository institutions as

4
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rapidly as economic conditions warrant.
Under the Act, the Committee is
authorized to phase out interest rate
ceilings by any one of a number of
methods_including the creation of new
account categories not subject to.
interest rate limitations or with interest
rate ceilings set at market rates of
interest.

At its June 25, 1981 meeting, the
Committee considered the issue of short-
teim time deposit instruments and
decided to request public comments on
the desirability of authorizing a new
deposit instrument having
characteristics similar to money market
mutual funds (MMFs)..44 FR 36712 (July
15, 1981). The Committee did not put
forth a specific propasal at that time.
Over 400 comments were received by
the Committee on this issue. {An
analysis of the comments is contained in

_the DIDG 'staff paper “Proposals to
Change the Method of Calculating the
Ceiling Rate on MMCs and
Consideration of Creation of a New:
Short-Term Deposit Insfrument”’,

_- September 16, 1981 which is available
upon request from the Executive
‘Secretary of the Committee). |
Approximately half of the respondents.
favofed creation of a new short-term
instrument and half were opposed.
Those against the authorization of a
new short-term insirument, generally

thrift institutions, argued that the higher
costs associated with a new deposit
instrument and the potential shifts from -

" savings accounts would add to their
current.earnings problem.

At its September 22, 1981 meeting, the
Committee decided to solicit comments.
on several new deposit alternatives so
that the public would have an
opportunity to. present their views on the
instruments under consideration. In light
of the.previous comment period on the
same issue and. the desire to consider
this issue at the December 16, 1981

. meeting, the Committee believes that a
period of 30 days is sufficient time for
public comment on the current proposal.

The Committee has considered the
potential effect on small entities of the _

proposal to establish a new short-term -
instrument, as required by the

- Regulatory Flexibility Act (5 U.S.C. 603
et seq.). In this regard, the Committee’s
action would not impose ahy new
reportmg or recordkeeping requirement.
Consistent with the Committee’s
statutory mandate to eliminate deposit-
interest rate ceilings, this-proposal

would enable all depository institutions
to compete more effectively in the
marketplace for short-term funds.
Depositors generally should benefit from
the Commitlee’s proposal, since the new
instrument would provide them a market
rate of return. If low-yielding deposits
shift into the new account, depository
institutions might have increased cos!s

as a result of this action. However, their -

competitive position vis-a-vis
nondepository competitiors would be
enhanced by their ability to offer a
competitive short-term instrument at
market rates. The new funds attracted
by the new instrument (or the retention
of deposits that might otherwise have

_ left the institution) could be invested at

a positive spread and would therefore at
least partially offset the higher costs
associated with the shifting of low-

" yielding accounts.

In structuring a regulation authorizing
a new short-term instrument, the
relevant variables for the Committee to
consider are yield, minimum
denomination, maturity; and
transactions characteristics, At one
extreme, the creation of an account with
no interest rate ceiling, no minimum
denomination, no minimum maturity
requirement and a transactions
capability, would provide depository
institations with an instrument which
would be competitiver with MMF
shares, and would thereby help stem
deposit outflows and indeed might
induce deposit inflows. Such an account
could also result in substantial shifting
of deposit funds from low-yield deposit
accounts, resulting in increased costs to
depository institutions. The introduction
of another interest-bearing transaction
account could also have an adverse
effect on the conduct of monemry
policy.

Creation of an account with a high
minimum denomination and/or a longer
term-to-maturity, however, might
minimize shifting, but would be less
competitive with MMFs and therefore
less effective in attracting new deposits.
In creating any short-term deposit
calegory, major factors that must be
taken into account include potential
operational problems; the effect on
earnings of depository insfitutions and
the competitive viability of the
instrument.

Because of the need to consider all of
the variables discussed above, the
Committee requests comments
concerning desirable short-term
instrument characteristics. In particular,

the Commitlee requests comments en
the following aspec!s of a new short-
term instrument:

(a) What should be the mipimum
denomination requirement on the shart-
term instrument? .

(b) Shauld the account be ceilingless
or indexed to market rates? Should the
ceiling be equal to the market rate?
Should the institution be allowed to
offer a floating rate?

(c) If indexed, should the regulation
include a thrift-commercial bank
interest rate ceiling differential?

{d) Should a minimum maturity or.
notice requirement be imposed on the
account?

(e} Should third-party transfers be
permitled? [Federal Reserve Board
Regulation D (12 CFR Part 204}
stipulates that the account would be
subject to higher reserve requirements
than for other time deposits if the
institution permits more than three
transfers per month.to another account
or a third party.] Should transfers be
limited by regulation to some minimum
number per month?

(f) Should the eligibility for this
account be restricted in any way, for
example, to individuals only?

(g) What is the preferred combination
of the above features?

(h) Is the authorization of a short-term
instrument with characteristics similar
1o MMF shares desirable at this time?
What would be the impact of
introducing such an instrument on the
earnings of depository institations?

(i) Would an allernative ta a short-
term instrument, such as lowering the
minimum denomination o MMCs, be
preferable to introducing a new short-
term instrument at this time?

As an example of how the minimum
denomination, maturity and transaction
features of a short-term account might
be combined, the Committee has
developed three specific proposals.
Comments are requested on the
desirability of each of these instruments,
including the operational feasibility, the
cost implications, and the expected
benefits to be provided by the
instruments. These comments should
address the proposals, both individually
and in relation to one another, as well
as any other proposed instruments.

(1) A $5,000 minimum denomination
{ransaction account with no interest
rate ceiling.

If the balance on this account falls
below $5,000 at any time during a
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monthly period, the maximum rate-
payable on this account would be
reduced for the period to the rate in |
effect for NOW accounts (currently

5%%). Any ‘withdrawals, including
transfers to third parties, could be made
only in amounts of $500 or more. It
should be noted that if a depository
institution would elect to permit more
than three transfers per month to
another account or to a third party, the
instrument would be subject to
transaction account reserve
requirements as stipulated by Federal
Reserve Regulation D,

In addition to addressing the
desirability of the above account,
respondents are requested to address
the following questions:

{a) What would be the effect of this
account on deposit flows (both on the
expected inflows and internal shifts of
funds) and on the edrnings of depository
institutions?

{b) Should the minimum withdrawal
. amount be smaller or larger?

{c) Should there be an interest rate
ceiling on-this account? If so, should the
ceiling rate be indexed to'a market rate
such as the yield on 30-day Treasury
bills? Should institutions be given the
option of using a movmg average of past
T-bill rates as an interest rate ceiling? -
Should a thrift-commercial bank ceiling
differential be imposed?

(d) Should the number of third-party
transfers be limited? If so, how many
transfers per month should be
permitted? ~

(2) A 10,000 minimum denommat:on
time deposit with an initial maturity of
91-days and a 14-day notice-period
thereafter, and an interest rate ceiling
tied to the 13-week Treasury bill
discount rate.

It would be the institution’s option to
offer this instrument with the interest
rate fixed for periods of 91 days oron a
floating rate basis (e.g, set dailyor
weekl3). Depositors would be required
to keep their funds on deposit for at
least 91 days. Depositors could maintain
funds in the account after the initial
maturity of 91 days, and the withdrawal
of thoge funds would be subject to a 14-
day notice requirement. Under this "
option the institution could offer a fixed
or floating rate on the account for the -
initial 91 days, and a floating rate
thereafter. No additions to this account
or partial withdrawals from principal
would be permitted, and the account
would not be permitted to function as a
* transaction account. )

In addition to commenting on the
desirability of authorizing suchan
account, respondents are requested to
address the followmg issues:

(a) Would this account serve to lessen
the outflow: of deposits at depository
institutions? Would there be substantial
shifting from other accounts within the
same mstxtutlon" How effective would
the new account be in attracting new
funds? What would be the effect on
earnings?

_{b) Should deposnorymstltuhons be
given the option of using a moving
average of past T-bill rates as an
.interest rate ceiling? Should there be a
“differential between the thrift and -

- commercial bank ceilings? Should the

account have a ceiling rate at all?

{c) Should additions or partial-
withdrawals be permitted after the
initial 91-day maturity? If partial
withdrawals are permitted, should the
balance in the account be permitted to
™ fall below $10,000? Should there be a
minimum withdrawal amount, such as
$500? Would it be preferable to structure
the account so that additional deposits
after the first $10,000 would reset the 91-
day initial maturity?

(e) Should the 14-day notice period be
requiréd or should depository
institutions be permitted to establish
alternative maturity dates at least 14.
days apart?

(3) A $25,000 minimum denomination
account with no interest rate ceiling, a
minimum 1-day notice requirement, and
no additions or withdrawals,

Comments are requested on the ~
general desirability of this account as
well as on the following specific issues:

(a) What is the estimated effect of this
account on deposit flows (both in terms
of internal shifts and expected inflows .
of deposits) and on earnings?

-(b) Would a notice requirement of a
different length be preferred: seven
days? fourteen ddys? more than fourteen
days? Should the imposition of the
‘notice requirement be at the institution’s
option, similar to the-current rules on

-passbook accounts?

.{c) Should there be an interest rate

celhng? If so, should there be a bank-
thrift differential? Should depository '
institutions be given the option of using
a moving average of pastmarket rates
as a ceiling?

In addition to addressing the specific
short-term instrument proposals, above

' the Committee requests comments on
whether or not a new short-term deposit
instrument should be introduced at this
time. Respondents are requested to . -

specify their relative preferences for the
above instruments, and what
modifications, if any, would be
desirable.

By order of the Committee, Qctober 9, 1081,
Stevens L. Skancke,
Executive Secretary. .
{FR Doc. 81-29837 Filed 10-14-81: 8:45 am}
BILLING CODE 4810-25-M

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal A‘viation Administration
14 CFR Part 71

" [Airspace Docket No. 64-ASW~46]

Designation of Federal Alrways, Area
Low Routes, Controlled Airspace, and
Reporting Points; Alteration of
Transition Area: Austin, Texas

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking.

sumMmARY: The Federal Aviation
Administration proposes to alter the
transition area at Austin, Texas. The
intended effect of the proposed action is
to provide additional controlled
airspace for aircraft executing new
instrument approach procedures to the
Lakeway Airpark, Austin, Texas. This
action is necessary to provide protection
for aircraft executing new instrument

" approach procedures to the LaKeway

Airpark using the Austin VORTAC and
RNAYV procedures. Coincident with thig
action, the airport is changed from
visual flight rules (VFR) to instrument
flight rules (IFR).

DATES: Comments must be received on
or before November 18, 1981,
ADDRESSES: Send comments on the
proposal in triplicate to: Chief, Airspace
and Procedures Branch, Air Traffic
Division, Southwest Region, Federal

_ Aviation Administration, P.O. Box 10689,

Fort Worth, Texas 76101,

The official docket may be examined
in the Rules Docket, weekdays, except
Federal holidays, between 8 a.m. an
4:30 p.m, The FAA Rules Docket is
located in the Office of the Regional
Counsel, Southwest Regjon, Federal
Aviation Administration, 4400 Blue
Mount Road, Fort Worth, Texas.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
James L. Owens, Airspace and
Procedures Branch, ASW-536, Alr
Traffic Division, Southwest Region,
Federal Aviation Administration, P.O.
Box 1689, Fort Worth, Texas 76101;
telephone: (817) 624-4911, extension 302,

SUPPLEMENT.AFIIY INFORMATION:
History
Federal Aviation Regulation Parl 71,

‘Subpart G §71.181 as republished in the

Federal Register on January 2, 1981 (46
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FR 540), contains the description of
transition areas designated to provide

. controlled airspace for the benefit of

aircraft conducting instrument flight
rules (IFR) activity. Alteration of the:
transition area at Austin, Texas, will
necessitate an amendment to this

' subpart. This amendment will be
required at Austin, Texas, since theré _
are proposed IFR procedures to the -
Lakeway Airpark.

Comments Invited

_- Interested persons are invited to
participate in this proposed rulemaking
by submitting such written data, views,
or arguments as they may desire. .
Comments that provide the factual basis
supporting the views and suggestions
presented are particularly helpful in
developing reasoned regulatory
decisions on the proposals. {(Comments
are specifically invited on the overall
regulatory, economic, environmental,” .
and energy aspects of the proposals.)
Communications should identify the
airspace docket and be submitted in
triplicate to the address listed above.

. Commenters ‘wishing the FAA to

. acknowledge receipt of their comments
on this notice must submit with those

“comments a self-addressed, stamped
postcard on which the following

J

. statement is made: “Commients to
. Airspace Docket No. 81-ASW-46." The

postcard will be date/time stamped and

* retuined to the commenter. All
communications received before the ’
specified closing date for comments will
be considered before taking action on
the proposed rule. The proposals
contained in this notice may be changed
‘in the light of comments received. All
coniments submitted will be available”
for examination in the Rules Docket
both before and after the closing date
for comments. A report summarizing
each substantive public contact with ~
FAA personnel concerned with this

- rulemaking will be filed in the docket.
Availability of NPRM -

Any person may obtain a copy of this

notice of proposed rulemaking (NPRM)
by submitting a request'to the Chief,
Airspace and Procedures Branch, Air
Traffic Division, Southwest Region,
Federal Aviation Administration, P.O.
Box 1689, Fort Worth, Texas 76101, or by
calling (817} 6244911, extension 302.
Communications must identify the

. notice number of this NPRM. Persons

_interested in being placed on a mailing
“list for future NPRM's should contact the
office listed above.

The proposed Amendment

Accordingly; pursuant-to the authority
_delegated to me, the FAA proposes to

>

amend 71.181 of Part 71 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Part 71)
by adding the following: _

Austin, Texas

and within a 6.5-mile radius of the Lakeway
Airpark (Latitude 30°21'30"N., Longitude
97°59'46'W.) and within 2.5 miles each side of
the 349° bearing from the Lakeway Airpark
exlending from the 6.5 mile radius area to 8.5
miles north; and within 3 miles each side of
the 284° bearing from the Lakeway Airpark
extending 1o 13 miles west of the Lakeway
Airpark,

{Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1938 (49
U.S.C. 1348(a)); Scc. 6{c), Department of
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)); and 14
CFR 11.61(c))

Note.~The FAA has determined that this
proposed regulation only invelves an
eslablished body of technical regulations for
which frequent and rouline amendments are
necessary to keep them operationally current.
1t, therefore—{1) is not a “major rule” under
Executive Order 12291; (2) isnot a
"significant rule” under DOT Regulatory
Policies and Procedures (44 FR 1103; February
26, 1979); (3) does not warrant preparation of
a regulatory evaluation as the anticipated
impact is so minimal; (4) is appropriate to
have a comment period of less than 45 days;
and (5) at promulgation, will not have
significant effect on a substantial number of
small entities under theé criteria of the
Regulatory Flexibility Act.

Issued in Fort Worth, Texas, on October 2,
1981,

F. E. Whitfield, R
Acting Director, Southwest Region.
[FR Doc. 81-20635 Filed 10-14-81; 8:4% am}]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

14 CFR Part 73 .
[Alrspace Docket No. 81-ANE—15]

Deslgnation of Restricted Area

~ R~-4102; Fort Devens, MA.

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.
AcTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking.

'suMMARY: This notice proposes to

designate new Restricted Area R—4102,
located in the Fort Devens area,
Fitchburg, MA. The proposed joint use
restricted area would provide adequate
protected airspace for.controlled firing
ranges necessary to accommodate
mandatory training requirements for the
U.S. Army, Army National Guard, and

Army Reserve units. This restricted area -

would save considerable time, cost, and
energy requirements.by not transporting -
these units to other areas in the United
States for training.

DATE: Comments must be received on or
before November 16, 1981,

ADDRESSES: Send comments on the
proposal in triplicate to: Direclor, FAA

New England Region, Attention: Chief,
Air Traffic Division, Docket No. 81—
ANE-15, 12 New England Executive
Park, Burlington, MA 01803.

The official docket may be examined
in the Rules Docket, weekdays, except
Federal holidays, between 8:30 a.m. apd
5:00 p.m. The FAA Rules Docket is
located in the Office of the Chief
Counsel, Room 916, 800 Independence
Avenue, SW., Washington, D.C.

An informal docket may also be
examined during normal business hours
at the office of the Regional Air Traffic
Division.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Lewis W. Still, Airspace Regulations
and Obstructions Branch (AAT-230},
Airspace and Air Traffic Rules Division,
Air Traffic Service, Federal Aviation
Administration, 800 Independence
Avenue, SW., Washington, D.C. 20591;
telephone: (202) 426-8783.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Comments Invited

Interested persons are invited to
participate in this proposed rulemaking
by submitting such written data, views,
or arguments as they may desire.
Comments that provide the factual basis
supporting the views and suggestions
presented are particularly helpful in
developing reasoned regulatory
decisions on the proposal. Comments
are specifically invited on the overall
regulatory aspects of the proposal.
Communications should identify the
airspace docket and be submitted in
triplicate to the address listed above.
Commenters wishing the FAA to
acknowledge receipt of their comments
on this notice must submit with those
comments a self-addressed, stamped

.postcard on which the following
stalement is made: “Comments to
Airspace Docket No. 81-ANE-15.” The.
postcard will be date/time stamped and
returned to the commenter. All
communicalions received before the
specified closing date for comments will
be considered before taking action on
the proposed rule. The proposal
contained in this notice may be changed
in the light of comments received. All
comments submitted will be available
for examination in the Rules Docket
both before and after the closing date -
for comments. A report summarizing
each substantive public contact with
FAA personnel concerned with this
rulemaking will be filed in the docket.

Availability of NPRMs

Any person may obtain a copy of this
notice of proposed rulemaking (NPRM)
by submitting a request to the Federal
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Aviation Administration, Office of
Public Affairs, Attention: Public
Information Center, APA—430, 800
Independence Avenue, SW.,
Washington, D.C. 20591, or by calling
(202) 426-8058. Communications must
identify the notice number of this )
NPRM. Persons interested in being
placed on a mailing list for future
NPRMs, should also request a copy of
Advisory Circular No. 11-2 which
describes the application procedure.

" The Proposal

The FAA is considering an
amendment to § 73.41 of Part 73 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR~
Part 73) to designate new Restricted
Area R-4102, Fort Devens, Fitchburg,
MA. The proposed joint use restricted
area would provide adequate protected
airspace for controlled artillery/mortar
firing necessary to accommodate
mandatory National Defense training for
the U.S. Army, U.S. Army Natjonal
Guard, and U.S. Army Reserve units.
Training will normally be conducted on -
Friday and Saturday, and other times as
per NOTAM. The designation of the
proposed joint use Restricted Area R-
4102 is necessary in order to enhance air
safety during the conduct of this
training. Since the controlling agency
would be the Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), bot the U.S.
Army and the public would be assured
of adequate air traffic control safety
measures.

The original proposal was circularized
for comment on July 18, 1980. Forty-three
letters objecting to the proposal were
received; 24 objections cited safety
hazards to air traffic; 10 objected to
restricting the ‘airspace; eight voiced
economic reasons, and one letter
discussed “environmental issues.”
Additionally, eight meetings were held
with interested user groups because the
Fitchburg, Shirley, and Minute Man
Airports are impacted by the proposed
R-4102,

As a result of those meetings, in an
attempt to reach an agreement that
would be acceptable to all sides, the
following procedural/regulatory changes
have been or will be made:

1. VOR Federal Airway V-89 will be
relocated eastward to provide a new

arrival route to the Boston, MA, terminal

area.
2. An additional mstrument approach

to Fitchburg Airport has been developed

that will be used when R-4102 is in use.
3. The “missed approach” procedure

~.at Minute Man Airport will be changed

from a right turn out to a left turn.
4. Should the proposed new
Instrument Landing System (ILS] to

serve Runway 32 at Fitchburg become a
reality; procedures will be developed to
accommodate ILS approaches during
instrument weather conditions.

5. The Army has agreed to reduce the
size of R—4102 to accommodate

- operations at Shirley Airport due to its

close proximity. Shirley traffic can
continue with little or no inconvenience-
by establishing a right-hand traffic -
pattern.

This action would permit the U.S.
Army to carry out its mandatory training
maneuvers without greatly restricting
the operations at area airports. Section
73.41 of Part 73 was republished on
January 2, 1981 (46 FR 807).

The Proposed Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority
delegated to me, the Federal Aviation
Administration proposes to amend
Section 73.41 of Part 73 of the Federal

Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Part 73} as

republished (46 FR 807} by adding the
following: R-4102 Fort Devens, MA.
[added] -

Boundaries. Beginning at lat. 42°3115” N.,,
long. 71°36'30” W.; to lat. 42°31°00" N., long.
71°39'15” W.; to lat. 42°3045"” N., long,,
71°39'15"” W.; to lat. 42°30"15” N., long.
71°40'00" W.; to lat. 42°29’45” N, long.
71°41'15" W.; to lat, 42°28"15" N,, long.
71°41"15"” W.; to lat. 42°28'00" N,, long.
71°39'45" W.; to lat. 42°29'45” N, long.
71°37'45" W.; thence to point of beginning.

Designated altitudes. Surface up to and
including 3,995 feet MSL.

Time of designation. 0000 Fri to 2359 Sat—- .

local time. Other times as specified by

'~ NOTAM issued 48 hours in advance.

Controlling agency. Federal Aviation
Administration, Boston Control Tower.

Using agency. Director of Plans, Training
and Security, Fort Devens, MA.

Secs. 307(a) and 313(a), Federal Aviation Act

of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348(a) and 1354(a}); Sec.
6(c), Department of Transportation Act (49
U.S.C.-1655(c)); and 14 CFR 11.65)

Note.—The FAA has determined that this
propdsed regulation only involves an
established body of technical regulations for
which frequent and routine amendments are
necessary to keep them operationally current,
It, therefore—(1) is not a “major rule” under
Executive Order 12291; (2} is not a
“significant rule” under DOT Regulatory
Policies and Procedures {44 FR 11034;
February 28,1979); (3) does not warrant
preparation of a regulatory evaluation as the

"anticipated impact is so minimal; (4) is

appropriate to have a comment period of less
than 45 days; and (5) at promulgation, will
not have a significant effect on a substantial
number of small entities under the criteria of
the Regulatory Flexibility Act.

Issued in Washington, D.C,, on September
23, 1981.

B. Keith Potts,

" Chief, Airspace and Air Traffic Rules

Division.
|FR Doc. 5129838 Filed 10-14-81: 8.43 um}
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M .,

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY
Internal Revenue Service -
26 CFR Part 1

Income Tax; Exclusion for Certain
Conservation Cost-Sharing Payments;
Public Hearing on Proposed
Regulations

AGENCY: Internal Revenue Service,
Treasury.

ACTION: Notice- of public hearing on
proposed regulations.

B

SsuMMARY: This document provides
notice of a public hearing on proposed

" regulations relating to the exclusion for

certain conservation cost-sharing
payments.

DATES: The public hearing will be held
on December 1, 1981, beginning at 10:00
a.m. Outlines of oral comments must be
delivered or mailed by November 12,
1981.

. ADDRESS: The public hearing will bo

held in the LR.S. Auditorium, Seventh
Floor, 7400 Corridor, Internal Revenue
Building, 1111 Constitution Avenue, NW,

-Washington, D.C. The outlines should be

submitted to the Commissioner of
Internal Revenue, Attn: CC:LR:T (LR~
222-78), Washington, D.C. 20224,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Charles Hayden of the Legislation and
Regulations Division, Office of Chief
Counsel, Internal Revenue S¢rvico, 1111
Constitution Avenue, NW, Washington,
D.lcl:. 20224, 202-566-3935, not a toll-free
call.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
subject of the hearing is proposed
regulations under sections 126 and 1255
of the Internal Revenue Code of 1954.
The proposed regulations appeared in
the Federal Register for Thursday, May
21,1981 (46 FR 27723)

- The rules of § 601.601(a)(3) of the
“Statement of Procedural Rules" (26,
CFR Part 601) shall apply with respect to
the public hearing. Persons who have
submitted written comments within the
time prescribed in the notice of

_ proposed rulemaking and also desire to

present oral comments at the hearing on
the proposed regulations should submit
an outline of the comments to be
presented at the hearing and the time

’
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they wish to devote to each subject by

- limited to 10 minutes for an oral -

presentation exclusive of time consumed

_by questions from the panel for the
government and answers to these
_Because of controlled access
restrictions, attendees cannot be
admitted beyond the lobby of the

. Internal Revenue Building until 9:45 a.m.

An agenda showing the scheduling of
the speakers will be made after outlines
are received from the speakers. Copies
of the agenda will be available free of
charge at the hearing.

Thié document does not meetthe
criteria for significant regulations set

+ forth in paragraph 8 of the Treasury
Directive forimproving government
regulations appearing in the Federal
Register for Wednesday November 8,
1978.

By direction of the Commissiorier of

“Internal Revenue. i
David E. Dickinson,

Director, Legislation and Regulations-
Division. ’

(FR Doc. 81-29859 Filed 10-14-81; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4830-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
Office of the Secretary

34 CFR Parts 75, 76, 78, 104, 211, 215,
223, 230, 231, 300, 305, 307, 309, 315,
318, 322, 324, 332, 338, 361, 365, 366, -
369, 370, 371, 372, 373, 374, 375, 378,
379, 385, 386, 387, 388, 389, 390, 408,
525, 526, 527, 624, 643, 644, 645, 646,
649, 655, 656, 658, 660, 667, 726, 735,
740,753,757, 776,and 778

Review of Certain Regulations and
Interpretations
AGeENCY: Education Department.

ACTION: Notice of status of review of
‘certain regulations and interpretations.

SuMMARY: The Secretary of Education
-gives notice of the status of the reviews
of 22 sets of regulations and -

interpretations scheduled for completion

by September 30, 1981 as provided in a
March 27,1981 Federal Register notice
{46 FR 18000). These reviews were
undertaken to identify regulatory
burdens and opportunities for
deregulation and possible alternative
approaches to achieving program
objectives, Based on the findings of the

reviews and the comments received, the

Secretary makes determinations
concerning the regulations and
interpretations listed in this notice.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
A. Neal Shedd, Director, Division of

IS

Regulations Management, U.S.
Department of Education, 400 Maryland
Avenue, SW., Washington, D.C. 20202,
Telphone: (202) 245-7091.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On
March 27, 1981, at 46 FR 19000, the
Secretary published a notice of intent to
review 22 specific sets of regulations
and interpretations. In the March 27
notice the Secretary also established
dates for completion of the reviews.
Today's notice provides a status report
on the review of those 22 sets of
regulations and interpretations.

To permit orderly program
implementation in Fiscal Year 1981, the
Secretary permitted the regulations and
interpretations to take effect March 30,

1981, pending completion of the reviews.

Interested persons were invited to
submit comments and recommendations
regarding each of the regulatioris and
interpretations subject to review.

Appropriate staff offices of the
Department have evaluated the findings
of the reviews and the comments
received; and are currently making
recoinmendations to the Secretary with
respect to these regulations and
interpretations. The following is a
summary of the status of each of the
regulations'and interpretations
scheduled for review.

1. Regulations Removed From the Code
of Federal Regulations ©

In accordance with the Omnibus
Education Reconciliation Act of 1981,
the following obsolete regulations were
removed from the Code of Federal

" Regulations on August 25, 1981 at 46 FR

42847, effective October 1, 1982

Arts Education Program; 34 CFR Part 753

Law-Related Education Program: 3¢ CFR
Part 757 .

Note—Of the 22 sels of regulations and
interpretations covered by this notice, only
the two listed above were removed from the
Code of Federal Regulations because they
became obsolete. However, 30 other sels of
regulations not covered by this notice were
also removed on August 25, 1981, in
connection with the enactment of the
Education Consolidation and Improvement
Act of 1981,

2. Regulations That Will Be Amended

It is anticipated that the following
regulations will be amended as a result
of the reviews. Specific changes will be
published separately in the Federal
Register.

Rehabilitation Training; 34 CFR Paris
385, 386, 387, 388, 389, 390

- International Education Programs; 34

CFR Parts 655, 656, 658, 660, 667
Graduate and Professional Study
Fellowships; 34 CFR Par!.649

Minority Instifutions Science
Improvement Program (MISIP); 32 CFR
Part735 - : ’

Centers for Independent Living: 34 CER
Part 366 -

Vocational Rehabilitation Service
Projects; 34 CFR Parts 369, 370, 371,
372, 373, 374, 375, 378, 379

State Vocational Rehabilitation and
Independent Living Rehabilitation
Programs; 34 CFR Parts 361, 365

. Special Impact Aid Provisions for Local

Educational Agencies that Claim -

* Entitlements Based on the Number of
Children Residing on Indian Lands; 34
CER Part 223

Library Career Training Program; 34
CFRPart776

Strengthening Research Library
Resources Program; 34 CFR Part 778.

3. Regulations and Interpretations Still
Under Review

The following regulations and
interpretations are still under review.
‘When that review is completed, a notice
will be published in the Federal Register
stating whether the regulations and
interpretations will be amended.

Nondiscrimination on the Basis of
Handicap in Programs and Activities
Receiving or Benefitting from Federal
Financial Assistance; and Assistance
to States for Education of -
Handicapped Children (Insurance
Proceeds Interpretation); 3¢ CFR Parts
104, 300

Education Appeal Board; 34 CFR Part 78

Assistance to States for Education of
Handicapped Children (Individualized
Education Program Interpretation); 34
CFR Part 300

Selection Criteria for Fiscal Year 1981;
34 CFR Parts 211, 215, 303, 307, 309,
315, 318, 324, 338, 408, 525, 526, 527,
624, 643, 644, 645, 646, 726, 740

Education Department General .
Administrative Regulations (EDGAR};
Annual Funding Priorities; 34 CFR
Part 75

Asbestos Detection and Control: Local
Educational Agencies; Asbestos
Detection and State Plan: State
Educational Agencies; 34 CFR Parts

230, 231.

Education Department General
Administrative Regulations (EDGAR);
Grant Programs Without Specific
Regulations; 34 CFR Parts 75, 76.

Training Programs for Teachers of
Handicapped Children in Areas with
a Shortage; 34 CFR Part 322.

4. Regulations That Will Not Be
Amended

No subslantive changes are
anticipated in the following regulations
as aresult of the review: .
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Instructional Media for the
Handicapped; 34 CFR Part 332

Assistance to States for Education of
Handicapped Children (Amendment
to definition of “handicapped
children”) 34 CFR Part 300

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance

Numbers 84.015; 84.016; 84.017; 84.026; 84.027;

84.036; 84.041; 84.084; 84.091; 84.094; 84.095;

84.120; 84.123; 84.126; 84.128; 84.129; 84.132)

Dated: October 8, 1981.
T.H. Bell, ,
Secretary of Education.
(FR Doc. 81-29705 Filed 10-14-81; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4000-01-M

. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 256
[SW-5-FRL 1959-4]

Avalilability of llinois State Solid Wasté
Management Plan and Request for
Public Comment

AGENCY: Environmental Protection

. Agency.

AcTION: Notice of Receipt and

Availability of State Plan for Public

Comment. .
SUMMARY: On February 9, 1981, the State
of Illinois submitted to the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency (U.S.
EPA) its adopted State Solid Waste
Management Plan, as required under 40
CFR Part 256, Additions and revisions to
the plan were submitted June 18, 1981,
and July 7, 1981, Section 4008{a}(1) of the
Solid Waste Disposal Act, as amended
by The Resource Conservation and
Recovery Act of 1976, as amended,
(RCRA) authorized financial assistance
for the development and implementation
of State plans. Under Section 4007 of
RCRA, U.S. EPA shall approve State
plans which meet the requirements of

- paragraphs (1), (2), (3) and {5) of Section
4003 and which contain provisions for
revision. Under the guidelines published
in the July 31, 1979, Federal Register (44
FR 45066), U.S. EPA shall approve or
disapprove a State plan within six
months of submittal. This notice
announces the availability of the lllinois
Stdte Plan and invites public comment
on it, After review of the State plan and
public comments, rulemaking action on
the Illinois State Plan will be detailed in
a separate Federal Register notice.
DATE: Comments must be received by:
November 186, 1981,

- ADDRESSES: Copies of the adopted

Illinois State Solid Waste Management

Plan are available for public inspection

during normal business hours at the_

following addresses:

U.S. Environmental Proiection Agency, -

Region V, Waste Managenient Branch
111 West Jackson Boulevard, Chlcago.
Ilinois 60604
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. :
Headquarter's Library, Room 2404, 401,
M Street SW., Washington, D.C. 20460
Hllinois Environmental Protection '
Agency, Library, 2200 Churchill Road, .
Springfield, Illinois 62706, (217) 782-
6760.
WRITTEN COMMENTS SHOULD BE SENT
T0: Judy Kertcher, Chief, Regulatory !
Analysis and Information Section, '
Waste Management Branch, U.S, EPA,
Region V, 111 West Jackson Boulevard,
Chicago, Illinois 60604. - :
It is requested that you submit three
copies along with the original of any
comment.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

Lillian Bagus, Regulatory Analysis and -

Information Section, Waste

Management Branch, U.S. EPA, Region
V, 111 West Jackson Boulevard,, \
Chicago, Illinois 60604, (312) 886-6142,

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On July .

‘31, 1979, (44 FR 45066), U.S. EPA_ -

published guidelines for the 1
development and implementation of
State Solid Waste Management Plans

under the authority of Section 4002(b) of -

the Solid Waste Disposal Act, as
amended by The.Resource Conservation
and Recovery Act of 1976, as amended,
(RCRA). The guidelines establish the
requirements for State plansand . -
recommend methods and procedures to
meet those requirements.

Under Section 4007 of RCRA, the
Administrator shall approve plans
which meet the requirements of
paragraphs (1), (2), (3) and (5) of Section
4003 and which contain provisions for
revision: To assist the public in their
review of the plan, these requirements
are summarized below:

1. The plan shall identify the
responsibilities of the State, local and
regional authorities in implementing the’
plan and describe the means for
coordinating regional planning and
implementation. This includes the
distribution of Federal funds to these '
authorities. .

2. The plan shall prohibit the
establishment of new open dumps in
accordance with Sections 4004 and 4005
and contain requirements that all solid
waste shall be utilized for resource
recovery or disposed of in sanitary

* landfills or otherwise disposed of in an

environmentally sound manner.

3. The plan shall provide for the
closing or, upgrading of all existing open
dumps in accordance with Sections 4004
and 4005.

4. The plan shall provide that no State
or local government shall be prohibited
from entering into long-term contracts
for the purpose of resource recovery
projects.

5. The plan shall provide specific
provisions for revision,

In addition to the above requirements,
the plan must also address the
guidelines which were published in the
July 31, 1979, Federal Register and arc
summarized below: .

1. The plan shall provide for the
establishment of necessary State
regulatory powers.

2. The plan shall provide for adeguato
resource conservation, recovery,
storage, treatment and disposal facilitios
and practices necessary to use or
dispose of solid and hazardous waste in
an environmentally sound manner.

. 8. The plan shall provide for
coordination with Federal programs that
affect State solid waste,

4, The plan shall provide for public
participation in the development of the
plan, the annual work program, State
regulations and the permitting of
facilities.

U.S. EPA is currently reviewing the
revised and adopted plan. At the
completion of its review, U.S. EPA will
publish a notice in the Federal Registor
announcing rulemaking action on these
submittals. All interested persons are
advised that these submittals are
available for review at the locations

- listed above. Comments must be

received by November 16, 1081,
(Section 4007(a), Public Law 94-580, 90 Stal.

i 2817 (42 U.S.C. 6947))

Dated: October 2, 1981,

- Valdas V. Adamkus,

Acting Regional Administralor
|FR Doc. 81-29328 Filed 10-14-81: 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 6560-38-M

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

47 CFR Part 73
[BC Docket No. 81-252; RM-3694J

FM Broadcast Station in Brownsville,
Edinburg, Harlingen, Raymondviile,
and Rio Grande City, Tex.; Changes
Made In Table of Asslgnments

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Denial of petition for
rulemaking.

SUMMARY: This action denies a pelition
filed by Rio Grande Valley Catholic
Communications, Inc. seeking the
assignment of Class C FM Channel 201C
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to Harlingen, Texas. The assignment
required the deletion of Class A
channels at Edinburg and Brownsville,
Texas, for which application had
already been made. The public interest
wauld be better served in this case by
retaining the Class A channels.
ADDRESS: Federal Communications
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20554,
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Michael A. McGregor, Broadcast
Bureau, (202) 632-7792. -
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In the

" matter of amendment of § 73.504(a) FM

-Tableof Assignments, (Brownsville, .
Edinburg, Harlingen, Raymondville, and
Rio Grande City, Texas), BC Docket No.
81-252, RM—3694

Report and Order—-Proceedmg
Terminated .

Adopted: September 28,1981.

Released: October 5, 1981. '
* 1. Before the Commission is a Notice
of Proposed Rule Making, 46 ER 23498,
published April 27, 1981, proposing the

following channel substitutions: Class C -

Channel 201C for Channel 205A: in
Harlingen, Texas; Channel 219A for
Channel 201A in Raymondville, Texas;
Channel.218A for Channel 201A in Rio
Grande City, Texas; Channel 206A for
Channel 202A in Brownsville, Texas;

- and the deletion of Channel 203A in
Edinburg, Texas. These substitutions,
the ultimate purpose of which is to
provide a Class C channel in Harlingen,
‘were proposed by Rioc Grande Valley

- Catholic Communications, Inc,
{“petitioner”). Comments were filed by
petitioner and Rio Grande Bible
Institute, Inc. (“RGBI"), applicant for -
Channel 203A at Edinburg. Petitioner
filed reply comments. Informal
comments in support of the petition
were submitted by the Economic

Research and Revitalization Association
-of Port Isabel, Texas, and the Federation

.of Commercial Fishermen, also of Port
Isabel.

2. In its comments,-petitioner states
that if Channel 201C is assigned to
Harlingen, it would apply for a

“construction permit to activate a.
noncommercial educationalstation

-there. In response to the Commission’s
request in the Notice for information
concerning the amounts of first and

~ second FM service which the Class C

channel in Harlingen would provide,
petitioner instead submitted a map
comparing the 60 dBu contour of the ~
proposed Class C channel with the 60
dBu.contours of the Class A Edinburg
and Harlingen channels. According to -
petitioner’s engineering statement, no
service would be lost by operating a
Class C facility instead of the two Class

A stations, and, in fact, a much larger
area would be satisfactorily covered by
a Class C station. Petitioner provided no
data concerning the amount of first and
second service which the proposed
Class C facility would provide. .

3. In opposition to the proposal, which
requires the deletion of Class A

"channels at Harlingen and Edinburg,

RGBI states that such an assignment
plan subverts the Commission's policy
of encouraging a diversity of broadcast
voices. RGBI also distinguishes the
precedent cited by the Commission as
authority for deleting an assignment for
which an application has been filed,
Burlington and Newport, Vermonl, 45
RR 2d 786 (1979). RGBI states that in
that case, the Commission was faced
with the choice of utilizing a commercial
FM channel to provide either a first full-
time FM service to a relatively small
community, or to grant the channel for
the purpose of establishing a station
which would provide a first
noncommercial service to nearly one
half the population of Vermont. Since
noncommercialservice could not be
provided by any other means, the
Commission deleted the applied-for
assignment and reassigned the channel
for noncommercial use. RGBI'opines
that no such choice is necessary here
since noncommercial service can be
provided from the existing Class A
assignments. RGBI also notes that a
substantial portion of the proposed
Class _C signal would cover Mexican
territory, which, according to RGBI, is
not an efficient use of a highly
preclusive Class C channel. RGBI
further contends thal it has expended
substantial time, money, and effort in
applying for the channel at Edinburg,
and it would be inequitable to dismiss
its application in this case where there
is no compelling public interest
justification in doing so.

" 4.In reply comments, petitioner
supports the Class C assignment by
stating that a high power station is
necessary to reach the poor.and
undereducated populations living in
rural areas. Petlitioner also asserts that
the operation of one Class C station is
more cost-effective than operating
several Class A stations. A discussion of
petitioner’s potential programming
schedule is also presented in the reply
comments, Petitioner further avers that
RGBI could apply instead for Channel
288A at Mission, Texas, as a
noncommercial educational station.

‘Petitioner asserts that RGBI could

adequately serve the Edinburg area by

operating on Channel 288A at Mission. .

5. Community data. (a) Harlingen:
Harlingen (population 33,503),%in . .
Cameron County {population 140,368). is
located approximately 465 kilometers
(290 miles) southwest of Houston,
Texas.

(b} Raymondville: Raymondville
(population 7,987), seat of Willacy
County (population 15,570), is lacated
approximately 34 kilometers {21 miles)
north of Harlingen.

(c) Rio Grande City: Rio Grande City
{population 5.676), seat of Starr County
(population 17,707), is located
approximately 114 kilometers (71 miles}
west of Harlingen. -

(